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Honorable Board of Commissioners
Housing Authority of the

County of Los Angeles

383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Commissioners:

APPROVAL OF NINTH ALLOCATION OF CITY OF INDUSTRY
REDEVELOPMENT HOUSING SET-ASIDE FUNDS FOR SPECIAL NEEDS
DEVELOPMENT AND APPROVAL OF ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION (1)
(3 Vote)

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD:

1. Acting as a responsible agency pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), certify that the Housing Authority has considered the
attached Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND), including
any public comments, for the Young Women's Christian Association of
Greater Los Angeles (YWCA)/Job Corps Urban Campus development
project to be located at 1016, 1026-1032 South Olive Street, Los Angeles,
prepared by the City of Los Angeles as lead agency, and find that the -
mitigation measures identified in the IS/MND are adequate to avoid or
reduce potential environmental impacts to below significant levels.

2. Approve a loan to the YWCA (Developer) using City of Industry
Redevelopment Housing Set-Aside Funds (Industry Funds), in a total
amount not to exceed $2,000,000, for the development of the YWCA/Job -
Corps Urban Campus project, which has been selected through a Request
for Proposals (RFP) in February 2006.

3. Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate and execute the Loan
Agreement and all related documents with the Developer for the purposes
described above, to be effective following approval as to form by County
Counsel and execution by all parties.
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4. Authorize the Executive Director to execute documents to subordinate the
loan to permitted construction and permanent financing, to execute any
necessary intergovernmental, interagency, or inter-creditor agreements,
and to execute and modify all related documents as necessary for the
implementation of the above development.

5. Authorize the Executive Director to incorporate a maximum of $2,000,000
in Industry Funds into the Housing Authority’s approved Fiscal Year 2006-
2007 budget, as needed, to fund development of the recommended
development.

PURPOSE /JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION:

The purpose of this action is to approve the allocation of Industry Funds to fund
construction of the YWCA/Job Corps Urban Campus development, which will provide
special needs rental housing in an incorporated area within a 15-mile radius of the City
of Industry, and to approve the environmental documentation for this development.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING:

There is no impact on the County general fund. The Housing Authority is recommending
a loan to the Developer in a total amount not to exceed $2,000,000 to fund construction
of the YWCA/Job Corps Urban Campus development.

The final loan amount will be determined following completion of negotiations with the
Developer and arrangements with other involved lenders. The loan will be evidenced by
a promissory note and secured by a deed of trust, with the term of affordability enforced
by a recorded Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions. Funds for this loan will be
included in the Housing Authority’s approved Fiscal Year 2006-2007budget.

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS:

Industry Funds consist of 20 percent of tax increment funds collected by the City of
Industry’s Redevelopment Agency that have been transferred to the Housing Authority
to develop low- and moderate-income housing. Previous RFP processes have awarded
a total of approximately $125,308,193 in Industry Funds to 147 developments, creating
5,154 units of affordable and special needs housing, and leveraging over $844,799,823
in other sources of funds.

The ninth RFP process has now been completed. The original amount established for
the ninth allocation was approximately $10,085,583, with any unallocated funds to be
“rolled over” into future funding rounds.

In the ninth round, in response to the Special Needs RFP, the three proposals received
for special needs housing were incomplete and failed to meet the threshold

[
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requirements established by the RFP. As a resulit, the RFP for special needs housing
was reissued and proposers were given another opportunity to submit a proposal. Two
proposals were réceived in response to the Special Needs Housing Second RFP. Of
the two proposals received, the YWCA/Job Corps Urban Campus development
received 70.769 points and the Mt. Carmel Residency received 51.574 points.

The recommended special needs development will create 70 Industry Fund-assisted
units with the capacity for up to 140 program participants, and leverage a total of
$56,600,000 in other: sources of funds. The newly constructed 7-story facility will
include housing, comprehensive support services, health facilities, library, classrooms,
recreational areas, computer rooms, kitchen/dining hall, and administrative offices. All
" program services, including housing, will be free of charge to participants, who must
have low-income status.

A summary of the recommended allocation is provided as Attachment A.

The current funding recommendation will provide Industry Funds to the Developer
through a loan agreement to be executed by the Executive Director, following
completion of financial arrangements and approval as to form by County Counsel. The
loan agreement will incorporate affordability restrictions, terms and conditions
established by the Housing Authority, and provisions requiring developer to comply with
all applicable federal, state, and local laws.

The loan agreement will set aside 70 Industry Fund-assisted units to be occupied by
low-income persons with annual incomes that do not exceed 50 percent of the median
income for the Los Angeles-Long Beach Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA), adjusted
for family size, as established by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD). The loan agreement will require that the housing units be set-
aside for a period of 55 years. This letter has been reviewed by County Counsel.

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS AND SELECTION PROCESS:

The Housing Authority conducted the re-issuance of the ninth RFP for special needs
housing in accordance with the Allocation and Distribution Plan adopted by your Board.
On February 8, 2006, the Housing Authority began advertising the RFP in local
newspapers and initiated informational workshops to provide applicants with technical
assistance. The Housing Authority conducted an informational meeting for all potential .
applicants in February 2006. Proposals were accepted until March 20, 2006.

Each proposal was reviewed by Housing Authority: staff and technical consultants.
Following this process, the proposals were forwarded to an independent review panel
comprised of industry and government experts.

The recommended funding award to the Developer is based on the same threshold
criteria adopted for the last allocation, whereby projects scoring a minimum of 70 points
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are eligible for funding. The recommended award is being made in accordance with the
County’s current Housing and Community Development Plan (HCDP) and the planning
documents of other affected jurisdictions. The Executive Director may enter into
memoranda of understanding and other agreements with other jurisdictions, if
necessary, for development of the proposed projects.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION:

As a responsible agency, and in accordance with the requirements of the State CEQA
Guidelines, the Housing Authority reviewed the YWCA/Job Corps Urban Campus
IS/MND and determined that the mitigation measures identified for this project by the
City of Los Angeles, as lead agency, are adequate to avoid, or reduce below significant
levels, potentially adverse impacts on the environment. The Housing Authority’s
consideration of the IS/MND, including mitigation measures, and filing of a Notice of
Determination, will satisfy the State CEQA Guidelines as stated in Article 7, Section
15096.

CONCLUSION:

The recommended allocation of Ihdustry Funds not to exceed $2,000,000 will leverage
$56,600,000 from other sources of funds for the selected development.

Qualified applicants not currently recommended for funding have been encouraged to
resubmit applications for funding in subsequent RFP processes.

IMPACT ON CURRENT PROGRAM:

This action will increase the County’s supply of affordable special needs housing.

Regp

ctfully submitted,

Executive Directr
CJ:CH

Attachments: 2
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THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF Los?ifi |

CALIFORNIA E£NVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

NOTICE OF DETERMI T e
REL G NATION JUN § 3 2805
(Article V. Section T’n:d??;\f**ésf‘?‘??ﬁ‘3’CRAC’E’QAGU‘G€“%S) COMY; .M% AMACK, COUNTY GLEF
County Clerk 65 _EROM:  The Community Rede - DEPU
ounty L -6 P63 ity Redevelopmant
County of Los Angeles , - Agency <f the City of Los Angeles
12400 East Imperial Highway Ly Ao C@W 354 S. Spring Street, Suite 500
Los Angeles, California 90013

Norwalk, California 90650

Filing of Notice of Determination in Compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of thePublic Resources

Code

BJECT:

OJECT TITLE
YWTCA Job Corps Residential Facility

[ATE CLEAR\NGHOUSE NUMBER
Nia

TELEPHONE NO.

ONTACT PERSON
Pauline Lewicki, Principal Planner : 13-977-1952

‘ROJECT LOCAT ION _
1016-1038 South Olive Street in the City Center Redevelopment Project

SROJECT DESCRIPTION
Construction of @ seven-story 154,000 gross square Yoot facility containing housing and dining for 400 students in

200 two-bedroom dormiiory-§tyle units with administrative offices located on the top floor, surrounding an- 11,260
square foot courtyard containing passive open space and recreational facilities

at on _May 19, 005 the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles has
cribed project and made the following determinations:

This is to advise th
approved the above-d€s

1. The project __will, _X__will not have & significant effect on the environment due to the mitigation

meesures required.

2. An Environmental impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA

'é;wvd certified on

X A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of

CEQA.

The EIR oOf Negative Declaration and record of project approval may be examined at the Agency's

Central Office.

Mitigetion measures X were,___were not, made & condition of the approval of the project.

w

4, A Statement of Overriding Considerations “_,was', X was not adopted for this project.

-
: ] / ‘
ng by County Clerk: ’J- XAl e oty %\

Deie Received for fili

fauline Lewicki
Principal Planner
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I. INTRODUCTION

e subject of this Initial Study (S) is the proposed Job Corps Urban Campus located between Olive
ireet and Hill Street, just south of Olympic Boulevard in Downtown Los Angeles. The project
pplicant is the YWCA of Greater Los Angeles, located at 3345 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 300, Los
Angeles, California 00010. A description of the proposed project is provided in Section II, Project
Description, of this 1S. The City of Los Angeles Community Redevelopment Agency is the Lead
Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

A. PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Title: YWCA Job Corps Urban Campus
Project 1 ocation: 1016—1038 South Olive Street
Lead Agency: City of Los Angeles, Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA)

354 South Spring Street, Suite 700
Los Angeles, California 90013

CRA Contact Persofl: Pauline Lewicki

CRA Contact 2 v2o—==

B. ORGANIZATION OF INITIAL STUDY

This Draft 1S is organized into six sections as follows:

Introduction: ~ This section provides introductory information such as the project tide, the project
applicant, and the lead agency for the proposed project.

Project Description: This section provides a detailed description of the environmental setting and the
proposed project, including project characteristics and environmental review requirements.

Initial Study Checllist: This section contains the completed Initial Study Checkiist.

Ww: Each environmental issue identified in the Initial Study Checklist
contains an assessment and discussion of impacts associated with each subject area. When the evaluation
identifies potentially significant effects, as identified in the Checklist, mitigation measures are provided to
reduce such impacts to a less-than-significant level.

- e —

1 Sections 21 000-21178 of the Public Resources Code.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus
Initial Study

L. Introduction/Surminary
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Preparers of the Initial Study and Persons Consulted: This section provides a list of CRA and City .

personnel, government agencies, and consultant team members that participated in the preparation of the
1S.

Appendices: This includes various documents and information used in the preparation of the IS.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus
Initial Study

I. Introduction
Page 1I-2



I1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
jescription of Proj ect Site and Existing Land Uses

"he project site epcompasses approximately 0.84 acres (36,532 square feet) and is located at 1016
hrough 1038 Olive Street ‘1 Downtown Los Angeles. The following Assessor Parcel Numbers are
sssociated  with  the project site: 5139012009, 5139012008, 5139012007, and 5139011012.
Topographically, the project site is relatively flat. As shown in Figure 1 (Regional and Vicinity Map)
and Figure 2 (Aerial Photograph), the northern boundary of the project site is located approximately
150 feet south of Olympic Boulevard, the southern boundary of the project site is approximately 200
feetlnorth of 11™ Street, Olive Street bounds the project site 10 the west, and an existing alley bounds
the project site to the east.

The project site is currently occupied by a 175-space surface parking lot. Access to the project site is
provided from Olive Street. Photographs of the project site, in addition to a map indicating where the
photos were taken, are depicted in Figure 3 (Photo Location Map) through Figure 9 (Views of the
Project Site)-

The project site iS jocated within the Central City Community Plan area and the City Center
Redevelopment Project area. The Central City Community Plan (the “Community Plan”) designates
the project site for High Density Residential land uses. The City Center Redevelopment Plan (the
«Redevelopment plan”) delineates the area surrounding and including the project site as the South Park
Development ATea. Section 508.3 of the Redevelopment Plan states that a major share of 1and uses in
the South Park Development Area shall be devoted to housing for all income levels, and include
specialized facilities and amenities. The Community Plan and the Redevelopment Plan are discussed in
further detail in the discussion under Question 9(b) in Section 1V, Environmental Impact Analysis, of
this Initial Stady. ‘

The project site is currently zoned as [QIR5-4D-0O (Multiple Dwelling Zone, Height District 4,
Development Limitation, Oil Drilling District). Height District 4 restricts the Floor Area Ratio (FAR)
10 13:1 in the RS zomne. City of Los Angeles Ordinance No. 164307 set forth Development Limitations
and Qualified [Q] Conditions for the project site. The Development Limitations include limiting the
total floor area to 6:1. The Qualified Conditions include limiting allowable land uses to residential uses
permitted in the RS zone, Consistency with the Community Plan and the Redevelopment Plan, and other
sinilar conditions.- The Oil Drilling District designation permits oil drilling to occur on the project site.
However, no oil wells currently exist on the project site. Additional information regarding potential
mineral resources OB the project site, including oil, is provided in the response 10 Question 10(b) in
Section IV, Environmental Impact Analysis.

11. Project Description

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus
Initial Study Page I1-1
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Description of the Surrounding Area

The project site and suwrrounding area is within the densely developed urban area of Downtown Los
Angeles. Single-story buildings consisting of wholesale, commercial and retail businesses are located
to north, west, and south of the project site. A printing company, watch store, immigration office and
wholesale store fixtures company are located to the west of the project site (see View 7 in Figure 6). In
addition, a sarface parking lot is located directly west of the project site and extends porth to Olympic
Boulevard (see View 11 in Figure 7). Two vacant buildings and the Discount Tire Centers business are
located adjacent to the northern boundary of the project site (see Views 8 and 9 in Figure 6 and View
12 in Figure 7). Single-story buildings containing three vacant stores, an embroidery company and

wholesale store fixtures company are Jocated adjacent to the southern boundary of the project site and
extend to 11" Street (see View 10 in Figure 7).

Midway Place is a north-south orientated alley that flanks the eastern boundary of the project site and
runs parallel to and between Olive Street and Hill Street, dividing the block between Olympic
Boulevard and 11% Street in half (see View 13 in Figure 8 and View 18 in Figure 9). A variety of
commercial, retail, restaurant and parking uses are located to the east of this alley petween Olympic
Boulevard and 11™ Street. The southwest corner of Olympic Boulevard and Hill Street contains a
single-story building with two women’s clothing stores, restaurant, psychic reader and printing business

(see View 14 in Figure 8). Two surface parking lots and the existing six-story Los Angeles Job Corps
building are located south of this single-story building.

South of the existing Los Angeles Corps building, there are surface parking lots, a two-story unmarked
building used by the YWCA-Job Corps, and a single-story vacant building. The northwest corner of
Hill Street and 11™ Street contains Tony’s Burger, a fast-food restaurant, and its adjoining surface
parking lot (see View 15 in Figure 8). Three additional two-story buildings, which are used by the

YWCA-Job Corps, extend from this surface parking lot to Olive Street along 11" Sreet (see Views 16
and 17 in Figure 9).

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus

. Pr~oject Description
Initial Study

Page 11-2
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View 1: Looking east across Olive Sireet iowards the
western boundary of the project site.

v 2: Looking southeast across Olive Street
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View 7: Looking north across Olive Street near 11th
Street towards the single-story commercial uses
located west of the project site.

1 8: Looking east across Olive Street towards
;sacant buildings and one occupied commercial
~ess located adjacent to the northern boundary of

roject site.

View 9: Looking northeast along Olive Street towards
the surrounding commercial and parking uses located
north of the project site. Olympic Boulevard can be
seen in the background.

Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005,
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View 10: Looking northeast across Olive Street near
11th Street towards the single-story commercial uses
located adjacent to the southern boundary of the

project site.

1 41: Looking northwest from the center of the
.ct site across Olive Street towards a surface
ing lot and the two-story Grand Avenue Club.

View 12: Looking south from the intersection of

Olive Street and Olympic Boulevard towards the
Discount Tire Centers business.

sociates, January 2005,

rce: Christopher A. Joseph 8 As
Figure 7
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View 13: Looking southwest across Olympic
Boulevard down Midway Place with the Discount Tire
Centers to the west (right) and one-story commercial
uses to the east (left). The SBC skyscraper can be
seen in the background.

/44: Looking west from the intersection of
\pic Boulevard and Hill Street towards a single-
. commercial/retail structure consisting of a
,urant, two clothing stores, psychic reader and

;r copy business.

View 15: Looking north fromthes intersection of Hill
Street and 11th Street towards Tony's Burger fast-
food restaurant and surrounding commercial/retail
uses.

«e: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.
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View 16: Looking north across 11th Street near Hill
Street towards the parking lot of Tony's Burger and
two, two-story YWCA-Job Corps buildings.

;47: Looking east from the intersection of Olive
et and 11th Streel towards a vacant, two-story

~A-Job Corps puilding-

View 18: Looking northeast along Midway Place.
The existing Los Angeles Job Corps building is to the
east (right) and the eastern boundary of the project

site to the west (left).

T—

«ource: Christopher A Joseph g Associates. Januay 2005,
] Fi
gure 9
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~ g af Views 16, 17 and 18
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Related Projects

Section 15063(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines provides that Initial Studies consider the environmental
effects of a proposed project individually as well as curmulatively. Cumulative impacts are two or more

individual effects which, when considered together, are considerable or which compound or increase
other environmental irnpacts (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15355).

All proposed, recently approved, under construction, and reasonably foreseeable projects that could
produce related cumulative impact on the environment were considered in combination with the

proposed project are evaluated throughout Section IV, Environmental Impact Analysis, in this Initial
Study.

In coordination with the City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation and the City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning, a list of 35 related projects was developed. These related projects are
listed in Table 1 (Related Projects) and shown in Figure 10 (Related Projects Map).

Table 1
Related Projects
~ Map No._ o Location = oo e 0 o LandUse oo [t Sige v
1 730 Olympic Blvd Fast-food restaurant 2.307 sq. fi.
) 1450 Venice Junior Market 8,720 sq. ft.
Beaudry Ave and 1* St (Belmont High School 2,600 students
3 Learning Center) Office 70,000 sq. ft.
Park 10.5 acres
Retail/Office 415,782 sq. ft.
4 1* St and Alameda St Condominiums 1,154 units
Hotel 500 rooms
Grocery Store 40,000 sq. fi.
5 Alwarado St and Wilshire Blvd Retail 30,000 sg. fi.
Community Facility 40,000 sq. ft.
6 James M. Wood and Grand View Affordable Housing 62 units
. Apartments 179 umits
7 1300 Figueroa St Restaurant 8.000 sq. .
. Retail 32,533 sq. fi.
8 10220 Main St Storage 7,909 sq. fi.
9 1050 S. Hill St Balasco Theatre 33,423 sq. ft.
10 2222 W. Olympic Blvd California Center Bank 28,800 sq. ft.
Hotel 1,200 rooms
Cinema 3,600 seats
. " Theater 7,000 seats
11 Flguel’é)ié:ilfml;t ]S)m;t (I)S tples Restaurant 345,000 sq. ft.
e Retail 408,000 sq. ft.
Office 165,000 sq. fi.
Apartments 800 units

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus

Initial Study

II. Project Description
Page I1-12
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Table 1 (continued)
Related Projects
MapNo.'\ o o location I I Land Use o |- Size
Hotel 600 rooms
12 gt §¢ and Francisco St (Mewropolis) Office 1,200,000 sq. ft.
Retail 223,000 sq. ft.
— 713 5% St and Bixel St LA Center Studios Expansion 249,300 sq. ft.
[ = B——
. Restaurant 5,265 sq. fi.
14 ( 400 S. Main & , Bar 215 seats
____.—/’— -
Apartments 330 unus
rd
15 1207 W.37 St Commercial 50,000 sq. fi.
ﬂ 740 S. Broadway Theater Renovation to Dance Hall 12,500 sq. ft.
. Office 5,432 sq. ft.
17 1630 W. Olympic Blvd Rewail 7168 sq. fi.
— 18 | 1933 Broadway Commercial 250,000 sq. ft.
M "
. Avpartments 330 units
19 616 Saint Paul St Cormercial 10,000 sq. fi.
20 605 Olympic Blvd Restaurant/Nightclub 7.142 sq. ft.
”’—;ﬁ 1530 Olive St Medical Center/Clinic 31,655 sq. ft.
1234 Wilshire Bivd Apartmeris 210 ynits
22 T Retail 12,500 sq. ft.
53 1304 W.2™ St Apartments 300 units
A . -
. Aparunents 110 units
24 1100 Wilshire Blvd Rewil 10.000 sq. f.
M .
Aparunents 99 units
25 2022 Central Ave Rewil 47.000 sq. f.
s .. »
. Condominiums 50 units
26 257 S. Spring St Retail 18.000 sq. ft.
TS - N
Condomimums 417 units
_______2_:7__,__,, 1111 S. Grand Ave Reail 15.000 sq. ft.
Restaurant 8,891 sq. ft.
m k]
28 515W.7% St Bar 7,668 sq. ft.
M .
. Apartments 277 units
2 417S. Hill St Retail/ Commercial 20,000 sq. ft.
30 816 S. Grand Ave Condominiums 56 units
— | Restaurant 16,200 sq. ft.
31 1201 Hower St Retail 16,200 sq. ft.
I Student Housing ‘ 448 units
— 33 | 849 S. Broadway Live/Work Apartments 147 units
—33 | 1000 S. Hope St Condominiums 124 units
Condominiums 132 units
—’LJ 801 S. Grand Ave Commercial 220,000 sq. ft.
. Lofts 400 units
35 334 5. Main St Retall 165,000 sq. ft.
Source: Facsimile, Ed Chow. Los Angeles Department of Transportation, January 20, 2005; and City of Los Angeles Department
of City Planning, Larges! Privale Sector Projects Being Processed Through the Planning Deparimens: FY 2003-2004.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus
Initial Study
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B. PROJECT BACKGROUND

[he YWCA of Greater Los Angeles (YWCA/GLA) is a membership organization of women from

jjverse backgrounds - of different faiths, ages, experiences and ethnic origins - committed to the

hich empower women, develop youth and strengthen
families. Their programs target community needs and in 2002, the YWCA/GLA served over 66,000
people. ’

elimination of racism and to providing services w

The Job Corps is administered by the U.S. Department of Labor (DOL) and is a comprehensive
residential education and job training program for at-risk youth who are: (1) between 16-24 years of
age, (2) low income, and (3) will benefit from the training program. The program includes free
yocational training, room and board, free medical and dental care, bi-weekly living allowance, bonuses,

transitional pay of up 10 $1,200, and child care provisions. The YWCA/GLA is the official contractor
for DOL’s local Job Corps program. '

The YWCA/GLA intends to continue its partnership with the DOL Job Corps program with the
proposed project, a MeEW satellite urban training and housing facility in Downtown Los Angeles. The

proposed project would replicate a traditional college environment, desi

gned specifically for young
adults engaged in an active training program that would enable and prepare them to enter the labor

The proposed project would bring together offsite residents
into a new housing complex located adjacent t0 the existing Job Corps facilities.

force and secure sustainable employment.

C. PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

The proposed project would involve the development of a seven-story 154,000 gross square foot facility
(110,000 net square feet) that would provide housing and dining for 400 students in 200 two-bedroom

dormitory-style units. In addition, the U-shaped building would surround an 11,260 square foot

courtyard that would contain passive open space and recreational facilities. The proposed project would

provide services for non-residents as well as residents, including, healthcare, education,

recreation, and
counseling. Administrative offices would be

located on the top floor and would provide support for the
YWCA/Job Corps. programs. A summary of the components of the proposed project is provided in
Table 2 (Proposed Land Uses).

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus II. Project Description

Initial Study Page 1I-15
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Table 2
Proposed Land Uses
T o Land Use e n sl |CET BT DS Sige LA
Residential 200 units (47,556 sf)
Kitchen/Dining/Serving 11,088 sf
Storage/Locker Rooms 1,950 sf
- Courtyard ' 11,260 sf
FHealth Care Facilities
(medical and dental) 6,175 sf
Classrooms/Study Areas 5,950 sf
Office s/Ready Rooms/Conference 21,005 sf
Library . 1,155 sf
Lounge 5,352 sf
Shop/Utility 9,800 sf
Total 121,293 sf
Nole: sf = square feet
Source: Oryx Architects, January 1, 2005.

The proposed site plan is provided as Figure 11 (Site Plan). In addition, plans for each floor are
provided as Figures 12 through 16 (Basement Floor Plan through Seventh Floor Plan).

Open Space/Landscaping

The proposed project would include a landscaped courtyard, which would provide approximately
11,260 square feet of open space. The courtyard would only be accessible to project residents, and

would include approximately 5,630 square feet of recreational facilities and approximately 5,630 square
feet of passive open space (i.e., grass and trees).

The existing street Trees that align Olive Street would remain, with the exception of one tree that would
be removed to accommmodate the proposed loading area.

M
YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus II. Project Description
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First Floor Plan
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Figure 14
Second Floor Plan
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y ccess and Parking

Although regional access to the project site could be provided via the e

xtensive freeway system that
-ncircles Downtown Los Angeles, it is anticipa

ted that the people who would work, live, and/or visit
the proposed project would utilize the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) public transit
system. AS shown in Figure 17 (Transit System Map), the project site is served by Bus Lines 484,
485, 490, 14, 37, 38, 71, 76, 78, 79, 96, 376, 442, 444, 446, and 447; which all serve the Olive
Street/Olympic Boulevard intersection. The proposed project’s residents, visitors, and employees could
walk approximately O.8 miles northwest, along Olive Street and 7% Street to the 7"/Metro Rail Center,
to access either the Metro Red Line or the Metro Blue Line trains.

Pedestrian access to the project site would be provided from Olive Street. There would only be one
main entrance to the proposed building. There would be no public access to the proposed courtyard. A

loading area would be provided adjacent to the Service and Delivery Area along Olive Street, at the
northern portion of the proposed project.

No onsite parking would be provided with the proposed project. It is anticipated that all of the students
that would reside omsite would utilize the surrounding pu

blic transit system. The proposed project’s
employees would ei

ther park offsite or use their free transit pass (to be provided by the YWCA) to
travel to and from work. As part of the proposed project, a zone¢ variance to reduce the City’s

parking
requirement in the RS zone is being sought. F

or a detailed discussion of the required and proposed
parking, se€ the discussion in Question 15(f) in Section IV, Environmental Impact Analysis.

Grading and Construction

Grading and construction of the proposed project would begin in Octobe

r 2005 and be completed in
June 2007. The grading and construction activities would occur in one continuous phase.

Construction of the proposed project would involve the demolition of the existing surface parking lot,

excavadon and grading, and construction of the proposed facility. Grading would include
approximately 15,000 cubic yards of excavation, all of which would be exported offsite. No import
material would be needed. In addition, approximately 700 cubic yards of debris would be generated

from the demolition of the existing surface parking lot, and approximately 7,600 cubic yards of debris
would be generated during construction activities.

One ornamental street tree would be removed to
accommodate the proposed loading area.

All construction equipment would be staged onsite, when feasible,

and on rented offsite space within
two miles of the project site.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus I1. Progject Description
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D. DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

mplementation of the proposed project would require the following discretionary actions from the
CRA, the City of Los Angeles and other agencies.

o Owner Participation Agreement

e Zone variance for parking reduction
¢ Site Plan Review findings

e Haul Route Permit

This Initial Study serves as the environmental document for all discretionary actions associatéd with
development of the proposed project. This Initial Study is also intended to cover all federal, State,
regional and/or local government discretionary approvals that may be required to develop the proposed
project, whether or notvthey are explicitly listed below. Federal, State, and regional agencies that may
have jurisdiction over the proposed project include, but are not limited to:

e Regional Water Quality Board; and

¢ South Coast Air Quality Management District.

W
1.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus Project Description
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TII. INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

HE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES

e: _March 18, 2003
ject Title: YWCA — Job Corps Urban Camnpus.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
INITIAL STUDY AND CHECKLIST

yject Location: 1016 — 1038 South Olive Street, Los Angcles, Celifornia 900151602

sject Descaription: Sce Section II.

ETERMINATION

n the besis of the attached initial study checklist and svaluation:

ir

,; '...'r'~, ,, A T ST T
Initial Siudy

1 find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and 8
NEGATIVE DRCLARATION willbe propared.

1 End that although theprop psed project could have 2 sigoificant effect on the enviromment, there
will not be = significant effect in this case because the mitigetion measures described in Section TV
have been added to The project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED.

| find the proposed project MAY have 2 gighificant effect on the epviromment, and auv
ENVEDNTVENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find thet THERE IS ADDITIONAL INFORMATION for the proposed project with respect to
environmental conditions, impacts, mitigation measurct or alternatives identified in the prior
environmental impact report. Only minor additions oF changes will be negessary to make the
previous EIR adequately epply to the project in the changed situation and a SUPPLEMENT TO
THE EIR will be prepared.

1 find that nene of the conditions requiring an additional environmental document have occrured.

R/ 2%

“ouline Lewick, Princlpal Flenner

g m———

T CEQA Initial Study Checklis
Page II-]
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YIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

required to be attached on separate sheets)

Potentially
Significant Unless
Mitigation Less Than
Incorporated  Siomificant Lnpact

AESTHETICS. Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock. outcroppings, and historic buildings,
or other locally recognized desirable aesthetic natural
feature within a city-designated scenic highway?

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the site and its surroundings?

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which
‘would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES. In determining
whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing pmpacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the
project:

1 Convert Prime Farmiland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
* Statewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared

pursuant to the Farmnland Mapping and Monitoring Program

of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b. Conflict the existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act Contract?

c. Involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

3. AIR QUALITY. The significance criteria established by
the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) may ‘e relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project result in:

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable
air quality plan?

b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to

an existing or proj ected air quality violation?

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus

Initial Study

Potentially
Significant Impact

(Explanations of all potentially and less than significant impacts are

No Impact
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Potentially
Significant Unless
Potentially Mitigation Less Than
Significant linpact Incorporated _ Significant Impact No Impact

quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant D D < D
concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of D D 4 D
people'?

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through D D D A
habitat modification, on any species identified as a

candidate, sensitive, OF special status species in local or

regional plans, policies, or regulations by the California

Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and wildlife

Service ?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or D D O X
other sensitive natural community identified in the City or '

regional plans, policies, regulations by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected ] O O X
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

(including, but not limited to, marsh vernal pOOl, coastal,
etc.) Through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

L Interfere substantially with the movernent of any native D D D —
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with .
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting D 0 [ —
biological resources, such as tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

f Conflict with the provisions ofan adopted Habitat - Tl O X<
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan,
or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in significance of a D D D
historical resource as defined in State CEQA Section
15064.57

b. Cause 2 substantial adverse change in significance of an D 4 D D
archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA Section
15064.57

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus

III. CEQA Initial Study Checklist
nitial Study

Page HI-3
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Potentially
. Significant Unless
Potentially Mitigation Less Thas
Significant Impact __ Incorporated _ Significapt lmpact __ No lmpact

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological D <

resource Of site or unique geologic feature? ! l ‘ i
Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside D X D

of formal cemeteries? ‘ l

CEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

Exposure of people of structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury or death
involving :

Rupture of 2 known earthquake fault, as delineated on the
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
jssued by the State CGeologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

U
[l
<
O

i Strong seismic ground shaking?

[ [ ¢ ]
idi. Sejsmic-Telated ground failure, including liquefaction? D D D
iv. Landslides? E] D D
b.  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? O O 0
c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that D D S D

would become unstable as a result of the project, and
otential Tesult in om- or off-site landslide, Jateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

d. Be located on expamsive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of D D e
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial S D
sisks to life or property?
e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of D D D =
septic 1anks or alternative waste water disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water?
7. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would
the project:
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment D D <
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous L ]
materials
b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment D i D
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident { !
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into
the environment?
c. Emit hazardous ermissions or handle hazardous or acutely ] il { | X<
wMM
YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus YTy —— .
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Potentially
Significant Unless
Potentially Mitigation Less Than
Significant Impact Incorporated  Sienificant lmpact No Impact
quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? ,
Be located on @ site which is included on a list of hazardous D D —
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code D X
Section 65962.5 and, as result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?
For a project located within an airport land use plan of, D D -
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of D X
a public airport or puiblic use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?
et wiin thevicty ofa privesisrp,woud (1 [ 2
the project result in a safety hazard for the people residing Pl
or working in the arca?
Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an D 3
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation Pal
plan?
Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, D D <
injury oF death involving wildland fires, including where Pl

wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wild! ands?

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the
proposal result in:

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge D [:] D 4
requirements? Pal

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with —
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit D D D X

in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the productionrate of pre-existing nearby
wells would drop toa 1evel which would not support
existing land uses 0of planned land uses for which permits
have been granted)?

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or D D D
area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream of Tiver, in amannet which would result in
substantial erosion of siltation on- or off-site?

d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or D D D
area, including through the alteration of the course ofa
stream of river, Of substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runofT in a manner which would result in flooding
on- or off site?

e. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the D ™~ D
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems
or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

Cl

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus [I1. CEQA Initial Study Checklist
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Potentially
Significant Unless
l?otemially Mitigation Less Than
Significant Impact __Incorporated  Significant Iinpact No bmpact

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Ol

Place housing within @ 100-year flood plain as mapped on
federal Flood Hazard ‘Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

Place within 2 100-year flood plain structures which would
impede or redirect flood flows?

o oo
X X

X

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
inquiry or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of alevee or dam?

O OO OO
<
]

Ll
L
Ul
Ll

Inundation by seiche , tsunami, or mudflow?

(]
X

LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
Physically divide an established community?

Conflict with applic able land use plan, policy or regulation
of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including
but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, coastal
program, of zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

OO
O O
gad
XX

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or ‘
natural community conservation plan? O D D @

1. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a. Result in the loss ofavailability of a known mineral D D
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?

X
O

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a
Jocally-important snineral Tesource recovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

]
]
X
U

11. NOISE. Would the project:

a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise in level in
excess of standar cls established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, ©r applicable standards of other agencies?

U

b. Exposure of peopleto or generation of excessive
groundborne vibxation or groundborne noise levels?

U
]
d

H ©

c. A substantial peramanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinaty above levels existing without the
project?

d. A substantial termporary or periodic increase in ambient

O oo o
O OO0 X

= 1

M .
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Potentially
Significant Unless
Potentially Mitigation Less Than
Sienificant Impact __ Incorporated Significant bmpact No Impact
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?
For a project jocated within an airport land use plan of, D D D 4
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of
a public airport of public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive NOise levels?
For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would D D D <
the project expose people residing or working in the project
area to €XCEsSIve noise levels?
POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:
Induce substantial population growth in an area either D D <) D
directly (for example; by proposing new homes and
businesses) Of indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?
Displace substantial numbers of existing housing 1 il M 4
pecessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere? :
Displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the D O ] X

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

3. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental
facilities, construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, T€sp onse times or other performance
objectives for any ofthe public services:

a. Fire protection‘? D D VA [:]
b. Police protection? D D ’Z‘ D
c. Schools? D D D
d.  Parks? D [ @ D
e. Other public facilities? D D D )

14. RECREATION.

a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood D D }I{_
and regional par ks or other recreational facilities such that ‘ ‘
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus

HI1. CEQA Initial Study Checklist
Initial Study
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Potentialiy
Significant Unless
Potentially Mitigation Less Than
Significant Impact __Incorporated _ Significant Ympact ___No Impact
Does the project include Tecreational facilities or require the D D )2 D
construction of expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
. TRANSP ORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:
Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation D D D
to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street systemn &
(i.e., resultina substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume to ratio capacity on roads, o1
congestion at intersections)?
Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of 4
service standard established by the county congestion X
management agency for designated roads or highways?
Result in a change i1 air traffic patterns, including either an 4
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results X

in substantial safety risks?

i Substantially increase hazards to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves of dan gerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

oo o O o

ooo O 0o o

oxOo X O O
[

€. Resultin inadequate emergency access?
f Result in inadequate parking capacity? D .
g Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs &

supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts,

bicycle racks)?

16. UTILITIES. Would the project:

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable D
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

O
O
X

b. Require or result in the construction of new water or D
wastewater treatrnent facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

<
[
O

c. Require or result in the construction of new stormwater D D D 2
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the 25

construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project D D ST D
from existing entitlements and resource, OF are new or Pl
expanded entitlernents needed?

e. Resultina deterrmination by the wastewater treatment D D 7] D
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has 2

adequate capacityto serve the project’s projected demand in

YWCA - Job Corps Uprban Campus
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Potentially
Sigpificant Unless
Potentially Mitigation Less Than
Significant Impact Incorporated  Significant Impact No Impact

addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

Be served by a 1andfill with sufficient permitted capacity to D D E D
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and ] ] O <
regulations related to solid waste?
MAN DATORY FIN DINGS OF SIGNIFICAN CE.

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of D D D S
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of fish or

wildlife species, caus€ a fish or wildlife population to drop

below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or

animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range

of arare of endangered plant of animal or eliminate

important examples of the major periods of California

history or prehistory?

Does the project have impacts which are individually D D & D
lirnited, but cumulatively considerable?("Cumulatively

considerable” means that the incremental effects of an

individual project are considerable when viewed in

connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of

other current projects, and the effects of probable future

projects)-

Does the project have environmental effects which cause - D 4 D D
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly

or indirectly?

DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION ¢

Attach additional sheets if necessary)

SREPARED BY TITLE DATE

\TELEPHONE
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

AESTHETICS
0 Would the pz-oject have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if a proposed project introduces incompatible visual
slements within a field of view containing a scenic vista or substantially blocks a scenic vista. There
are no Scenic vistas to the north, south, east, or west of the project site. Views in the vicinity of the
project site are largely constrained by adjacent structures and the area’s relatively flat topography. The
project site is surroumnded by dense urban development, consisting of commercial buildings and surface

parking l0ts. The proposed project would be consistent with the existing uses in the project vicinity.
Therefore, no impact 10 scenic vistas would occur.

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, incduding, but not limited to,
{rees, Tock outcropypings, and historic buildings within a State scenic highway? v

No Impact. A significant impact would occur omnly where scenic resources would be damaged or
removed by the project. The project site is located in a dense urban area that is dominated by
commercial and par Xing uses. As discussed above in Question 1(2), no scenic resources currently exist
in this area. No rock outcroppings exist on the project site. The only trees that exist on the project site

are ornamental, and are generally located along the sidewalks aligning Olive Street. One of these trees

would be removed during the development of the proposed project. Furthermore, the proposed project

is not located withim or near a State Scenic Highway' or City-designated Scenic Highway.? Therefore,
no impact 10 scenic T1esources within a scenic highway would occur. :

) Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundixgs?

Less Than Signif3cant Impact. A significant irmpact may occur if a project introduces incompatible
visual elements ory the project site or visual elements that would be incompatible with the character of

the area surrounding the project site. The project site is a paved surface parking lot that is located

within a dense urt>an area of Downtown Los Angeles. Therefore, the visual environment of the project

i California  I>epariment of Transportation,  California Scenic  Highway  Program, website:
hitp://www.dot . ca. govihg/LandArch/scenic_hi ghways/langeles.him, January 19, 2005.

City -of Los Amngeles, Transportation Element of the General Plan, Scenic Highways in the City of Los
Angeles, Map E, June 1998.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus
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site is dominated and defined by urban features including high-rise commercial buildings, multi-family
residential buildings, and parking lots. The existing Project Site is visible from the surrounding
roadways, adjacent commercial and residential buildings, and parking lots. Development of the
proposed project woud include the construction of a seven-story U-shaped building.

Heights and Massing
The proposed buildin g would consist of seven stories and reach a height of approximately 90 feet. The
proposed building would be U-shaped with a courtyard in the interior of the site. The proposed
project’s frontage along Olive Street is shown in Figure 18 (Proposed Project Artistic Rendering).
However, although they are not shown in Figure 18, the existing ornamental trees along Olive Street

would not be remove=d (with the exception of one tree, as discussed below). The entrance to the project
site would be recessexd and shaded.

The existing buildimgs surrounding the project site range in height from one to seven stories. The
existing vacant comxercial buildings northeast of the project site along Olive Street are one story high
(see View 8 in Figuxe 6). The existing vacant commercial buildings southwest of the project site along
Olive Street are also one story high (see View 10 in Figure 7). The existing YWCA Job Corps building
is adjacent to the soatheast boundary of the project site, and is six stories high. Surface parking lots are

Jocated both north amd south of this existing six-story building, adjacent to the southeastern boundary of
the project site.

The occupied comrxercial buildings on the west side of Olive Street, directly across from the project

site, are also one story high (see View 7 in Figure 6). The property to the northwest of the project site,
across Olive Street, is occupied by a surface parking lot.

In addition to the existing YWCA Job Corps building mentioned above, other buildings that are six
stories or higher ira close proximity to the project site include: a six-story commercial building on the
northwest corner of Olive Street and Olympic Boulevard; and a seven-story condomininn building that
is under construction on the southwest corner of Olive Street and Olympic Boulevard. Furthermore,

several skyscrapers that characterize the image of Downtown Los Angeles can be seen from any
vantage point on thae project site. :

Therefore, the proposed height and massing of the proposed project would be genenlly consistent with
the existing buildixrags in the project site vicinity -

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus
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Landscaping

Currently, the only vegetation in the vicinity of the project site is existing ornamental street trees along
both sides of Olive Street (see Figure 2). With the development of the proposed project, one of the
sireet trees along Olive Street would be removed to accommodate the proposed loading area. Although
the curb, gutter, and sidewalk along Olive Street would be improved with the development of the

proposed project, no additional trees would be removed. In the interior of the project site, the proposed
courtyard would be landscaped with grass and trees.

Overall, the visual character of the project
development of the proposed project and,
significant.

site and its surroundings would improve with the
therefore, the associated impact would be less than

d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if 2 project introduces new sources of

light or glare on the project site which would be incompatible with the areas surrounding the project

site or which pose a safety hazard, such as to motorists utilizing adjacent streets.
Urban Lighting

The project site is located in a well-lit urban area where there are high levels of ambient lighting,

including vehicle headlights, streetlights, architectural and security lighting, and indoor building
illumnination (light from the interior of buildings seen through windows).
The proposed project would include security lighting to deter criminal activity from the project site.
The lighting associated with the proposed project would be directed towards the interior of the project
site and directed away from the neighboring land uses. The proposed building would not cause
excessive light or glare that is not visually consistent with surrounding land uses, or result in a
substantial increase in light or glare that would affect sensitive nearby uses. Therefore, the impact
associated with light or glare would be less than si gnificant.

Shade/Shadow

The City of Los Angeles also considers the effects of shadows cast upon adjacent structures containing

uses that are sensitive 1O shadows. Uses that are sensitive to shadows include: useable outdoor spaces

associated with residential, recreational, or institutional uses; commercial uses with pedestrian-oriented

outdoor spaces OF Testaurants with outdoor eating areas; nurseries; and solar collectors.
shadow-sensitive uses are adjacent t0 the project site.

surrounding the project site are occupied by €O

However, no
As discussed in Section [I.A, the structures
mmercial uses, vacant commercial Structures, and

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus 1V. Environmental Impact Analysis
Iniﬁal Stud}’ Page IV._4




“hristopher A. Joseph & Associates March 2005

surface parking lots. The Tearest sensitive use to the project site is the seven-story multi-family

residential building that is under construction at the southwest corner of 11" Street and Olive Street.
However, this multi-family residential building is located approximately 290 feet southwest of the

project site, which is a comnsiderable distance from the potential shadow of the proposed project.
Therefore, the impact associated with shade/shadow would be less than significant.

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. According to the Draft Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, a

significant cumulative aesthetic impact would occur if any of the related projects would “result in the

on, or destruction of similar aesthetic features as the proposed project, and/or would
add structural or other features that would contrast conspicuously with the valued aesthetic character of
the same area as the project.”® Currently, a paved surface parking lot occupies the project site. The
parking lot is not considered to have aesthetic value. 1t is likely that several of the related projects in
Downtown Los Angeles would also be developed on surface
parking lots are not €0

removal, alterati

parking lots. However, since surface

nsidered 1o be valuable aesthetic features, the cumulative effect of their removal
would not result in a significant impact.

With respect to the cumulative effect of the addition of structural features in the project vicinity,
Related Project No. 9 is the only related project that can be easily seen from the project site (see Figure
10). Related Project No. 9 is the redevelopment of a theater, which does not include substantial

alteration to the existing structure. Therefore, the cumulative aesthetic effect of the development of the
related projects and the proposed project would be less than significant.

2. AGRICULTURE

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide

Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, 0 non-agricultural use?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to result in the conversion of state-
designated agricultural land from ag

ricultural use to another non-agricultural use. The California
Department of Comnservation, Division

of Land Protection, lists Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, and
Farmland of Statewide Importance under the general category of “Important Farmland”. The Extent of

Important Farmland Map Coverage maintained by the Division of Land Protection indicates that the

3 City of Los Angeles, Drafi CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 14, 1998, page L.1-5.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus 1V. Environmental Impact Analysis
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project site is not included in the Important Farmland category.® The project site is located in the
heavily developed area of Downtown los Angeles and does not include any State-designated
agricultural lands. Therefore, no impact on farmiand or agricultural resources would occur.

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
Contract?

No lmpact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to result in the conversion of land zoned
for agricultural use or under a Williamson Act contract from agricultural use to another non-agricultural

use. The project site is not currently zoned for agricultural use nor would the proposed project involve
the conversion of agricultural land to another use.

Therefore, the proposed project would have no
impact associated with land zoned for agricultural use.

©) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, which due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricuitural use?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project results in the conversion of farmland to
another, non-agricultural use. Neither the project site nor the nearby properties are currently utilized
for agricultural activities and, as discussed above (see Question 2(a)), the project site is not classified in

any “Farmland” category designated by the State. Therefore, the proposed project would have no
impact associated with the conversion of farmland.

Cumulative Impacts
No Impact. Development of the proposed project in combination with the related projects would not
1t in the conversion of State-designated agricultural land from agricultural use to a non—agricﬁltur’al
use. The project site and the related projects are located in a dense urbanized area of the City and do
pot include any State-designated agricultural lands. Furthermore, the Extent of Important Farmland
Map Coverage maintained by the Division of Land Protection indicates that the project site and the

surrounding area are not included in the Important Farmland category.’ Therefore, the proposed

project in combination with the related projects would have no impact associated with the conversion of
farmland.

resu

State of California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping

and Monitoring Program, website: http:/www. consrv.ca.gov/dlrp/FMMP/loverview/survey_area_map.htm,
January 18, 2005.

> Ibid.
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. AIR QUALITY

2) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant air quality impact may occur if a project is not consistent

with the applicable Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) or would in some way represent a
substantial hindrance to employing the policies or obtaining the goals of that plan.

The proposed project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin), within the jurisdiction of the
South Coast Air Management District (SCAQMD). The SCAQMD has adopted criteria for consistency
with regional plans and the regional AQMP in its CEQA Air Quality Handbook. These include: 1)
identifying whether the project would increase the frequ

ency or severity of existing air quality
violations or cause Or contribute to

new air quality violations and 2) identifying whether the project
would exceed the assumptions utilized in preparing the AQMP. A significant impact may occur if a
project is inconsistent with the growth assumptions upon which the regional AQMP was based.

The SCAQMD is directly responsible for reducing emissions from stationary (area and point), mobile,
and indirect sources. Every three years, the SCAQMD prepares an overall plan for air quality
jmprovement. Each iteration of the plan is an update of the previous plan and has a 20-year horizon.
The Final 2003 AQMP was adopted by the SCAQMD Governing Board on August 1, 2003. The 2003
AQMP updates the attainment demonstration for the federal standards for ozone and particulate matter
(PMu); eplaces the 1997 atainment demonstration for the federal carbon monoxide (CO) standard,
provides a basis for a maintenance plan for CO for the future;

federal nitrogen dioxide (NO3) standard that the Basin has met since 1992. This revision to the AQMP
also addresses several State and federal planning requirements and incorporates significant new
scientific data, primarily in the form of updated emissions i

pventories, ambient measurements, new
meteorological episodes and new air quality modeling tools. The 2003 AQMP is consistent with and

builds upon the approaches tzken in the 1997 AQMP and the 1999 Amendments to the Ozone State
Implememation Plan for the South Coast Air Basin for the attainment
standard.

and updates the maintenance plan for the

of the federal ozone air quality

Principal control mmeasures of the AQMP focus on adoption of new regulations or enhancement Of
existing regulations for stationary SOurces an

d implememation/faci]itation of advanced transportation
technologies (i-€.. telecommunication, zero emission and alternative-fueled vehicles and infrastructure,

and both capital and noncapital transportation improvements). Capital improvements consist of high-

occupancy vehicle (HOV) lapes; transit improvements; traffic flow improvements; park-and-ride and
intermodal facilities; and urban freeway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilites.

Noncapital improvements
consist of rideshare matching and transp

ortation demand management activities derived from the
congestion management program.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus IV. Environmental Impact Analysis
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The future air quality levels projected in the 2003 AQMP are based on several assumptions. For
example, the SCAQMD assumes that general new development within the Basin will occur in
accordance with population growth and transportation projections identified by SCAG in its most

current version of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG), which was adopted in March

1996. The AQMP also assumes that general development projects will include feasible strategies (i.e.,

mitigation measures) to reduce emissions generated during construction and operation.

In developing the 2003 AQMP, the City of Los Angeles General Plan land use designations were used

1o develop a baseline for comnparing any changes in land use due to new projects. As discussed above,

the proposed project would involve the development of a seven-story 154,000 gross square foot facility
(110,000 net square feet) that would provide housing and dining for 400 students in 200 two-bedroom
dormitory-style units . However, the General Plan land use designation and zoning would not change
and, therefore, this aspect of the proposed project is consistent with the AQMP.

Another méasurement tool use in determining consistency with the AQMP is to determine how a project

accommodates the expected increase in population or employment. Generally, if a project is planned in

a way that results in the minimization of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) both within the project and the
community in which it is located, and consequently the minimization of air pollutant emissions, that
aspect of the project is consistent with the AQMP.

Primary access to the project site could be provided via the extensive freeway system that encircles
Downtown Los Angeles. However,

it is anticipated that the people who would work, live, and/or visit
the proposed project would utilize the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) public transit
system and would therefore not result in an increase in VMT. As discussed above, any project that
reduces the amount of VMT is considered consistent with the AQMP. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with the AQMP and would result in a less-than-significant impact.

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation?

Less Than Significant Impact. A project may have a significant impact where project-related

ernissions would exceed federal, State, or regional standards or thresholds, or where project-related
emissions would substantially contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation. The proposed

project is located in an existing urban environment within close proximity to residential and school

uses. Residential and school uses are considered sensitive receptors, whose inhabitants are particularly
sensitive to air pollution created by construction and operational activities.

During construction, three basic types of activities would be expected to occur and generate emissions.

First, the existing surface parking lot would be removed. Second, the development site would be

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus IV. Environmental Impact Analysis
Initial Study
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repared, excavated, and graded to accommodate building foundations. Third, the proposed project use
;ould be constructed.

[he analysis of daily construction and operational emissions has been prepared utilizing the URBEMIS
»002 commputer model recommended by the SCAQMD. Due t0 the construction time frame and the
normal day-to-day yariability in construction activities, it is difficult, if not impossible, to precisely
quantify the daily emissions associated with each phase of the proposed construction activities.
Nonetheless, Table 3 (Worst-Case Estimated Daily Construction Emissions for the Proposed Project)
identifies daily emissions that are estimated to occur on peak construction days, such as when the entire
site is being graded and when residential and commercial construction is occurring simultaneously. As
shown, construction related daily ermissions would not exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds.

Table 3
Worst-Case Estimated Daily Construction Emissions for the Proposed Project
- e L Peak Day Emissions in Pounds per Day ,
. ,Emissions Source ROG . \ . NOX\ CO‘ SOx ";'-"PM].O‘E':

Site Excavation and Grading Phase
Fugitive Dust - - . - 5.00
Off-Road Diesel 431 36.05 29.50 ) 168
On-Road Diesel 0.46 10.43 1.73 0.14 025
Worker Trips 0.04 0.07 0.79 0.00 0.00
Total Emissions 4.81 46.55 32.02 0.14 6.93
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0
Sigpificant Impact? NO NO NO NO NO
Copstruction Phase

Puilding Construction Off-Road

Diesel 11.25 88.50 81.19 - 404
Building Construction ‘Worker

Trips 0.31 0.18 3.76 0.00 0.05
Arch. Coatings Off-Gas 64.75 - - - -
Arch. Coatings Worker Trips 0.31 0.18 3.76 0.00 0.05
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total Emissions 65.06 88.67 84.96 0.00 4.10
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0
Significant Impact? NO NO NO NO NO
Source: Urbernis 2002. Chrisiopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2005. Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix B.
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However, even though the proposed project would not result in construction related emission levels .
which exceed the SC_AQMD thresholds, the proposed project would be subject to the provisions of
SCAQMD Rule 403-Fugitive Dust. Rule 403 applies to any activity or man-made condition capable of
generating fugitive duast. Rule 403 requires the use of best available control measures 1o suppress

fugitive dust emission.s. The requirements of Rule 403 that are applicable to the Proposed Project are
as follows:

(1) A person shall not cause or allow the emissions of fugitive dust from any active operation, open
storage pile, or disturbed surface area such that the presence of such dust remains visible in the
atmosphere beeyond the property line of the emission source.

(2) A person cornducting active operations within the boundaries of the South Coast Air Basin shall
utilize one oxr- more of the applicable best available control measures to minimize fugitive dust
emissions fro m each fugitive dust source type, which is part of the active operation.

(3) Any person in the South Coast Air Basin shall:

(A) Prev-ent or remove within one hour the track-out of bulk material onto public paved
roacdl ways as a result of their operations; or

(B) Take at least one of the actions listed in Table 4 (SCAQMD Rule 403 - Track-Out
Corutrol Options) and: .

@) Prevent the track-out of bulk material onto public paved roadways as a
result of their operations and remove such material at anytime track-out

extends for a cumulative distance of greater than 50 feet on to any paved
public road during active operations; and

(i1) Remove all visible roadway dust tracked-out upon public paved roadways
as a result of active operations at the conclusion of each wwork day when

active operations cease.

As such, constructi<n emissions would result in a less-than-significant regional air qualitys impact.

YWCA - Job Corps  Urban Campus
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Table 4
SC AQMD Rule 403 - Track-Out Control Options
} ——— Comirel Opfioms |
Pave or apply chemical stabilization and sufficient concentration and frequency to maintain a stabilized

(1) | surface starting from the point of intersection with the public paved surface, and extending for a centerline
distance of at least 100 feet and a width of at least 20 feet.

Pave from the point of intersection with the public paved road surface, and extending for a centerline

@ distance of at least 25 feet and a width of at least 20 feet, and insta

11 a track-out control device immediately
adjacent to the paved surface such that existing vehicles do not travel on any unpaved road surface after
passing through the rack-out control device.

-

€))

Any other control measures approved by the Executive Officer and the USEPA as equivalent to the methods
specified in this table may be used.

Source: South Coast Air Quality Management Disirict, Rule 403 ~ Fugitive Dust.

) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is pop-attainment under an applicable federal or state

ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions, which exceed quantitative threshold
for ozone precursors)?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if the project would add a considerable
cumnulative contribution to federal or State non-attainment pollutants. The proposed project is designed

with the notion that the individuals utilizing the services of the proposed project would travel to and

from the site via public transportation and/or on foot. The employees that would be working at the

proposed project would be relocated from the existing YWCASs in downtown, midtown and Hollywood.

However, it is anticipated that many of them would chose to ut

ilize the public transit system rather than
driving to and from work (see also response to Question 15(2)). Therefore, the primary source criteria

pollutants, which are generated by the use of motor vehicles, for which the region is non-attainment
would not be produced. Nonetheless, the operation of the proposed project site would contribute small

amount of pollutanis 10 the region. The analysis of daily operational emissions has been prepared

utilizing the URBEMIS 2002 computer model recommended by the SCAQMD. The results of these

calculations, and associated SCAQMD thresholds, are presented in Table 5 (Project Daily Operational
Emissions). These pollutant emissions would not exceed threshold defined by the SCAQMD.
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Table 5
Project Daily Operational Emissions

priiAT A SN B G “:7i-, 7 Emissions in Pounds per Day. "~ 0 s
EmissiousSource [T ROG [~ No- [ €0 f 80 T PMn
Water and Space Heating 0.11 1.49 0.60 - 0.00
Waimenance 0.08 0.01 0.58 0.00 0.00
Consumer_Products 0.00 - N n -
Motor_Vehicles 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total Emissions 0.19 1.50 1.18 0.00 0.00
Thresholds (1b/day) 55.0 55.0 550.0 150.0 150.0
Significant Impact NO NO NO NO NO
Source: Urbemis 2002. Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2004. Compuler sheets are provided in Appendix B.

d Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to generate pollutant
concentrations 10 a degree that would significand

y affect sensitive receptors. Motor vehicles are the
primary source of p

ollutants in the project vicinity. Traffic-congested roadways and intersections have
the potemial to generate localized high levels of CO. Localized areas where ambient concentrations
exceed federal and/or State standards for CO are termed CO hotspots. Section 9.4 of the
SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook identifies CO as a localized problem requiring additional
analysis when a project is likely to subject

sensitive receptors to CO hotspots. The SCAQMD defines
typical sensitive receptors as residences,

schools, playgrounds, childcare centers, athletic facilities,
long-term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and retirement
homes.

However, as described above, the proposed project would not result in the creation of any new vehicle

trips to the surrounding roadways and intersections. Therefore, air pollutants emissions associated with
the proposed project would only be gener

ated by the consumption of electricity and natural gas and
would be considered a stationary operational emission. The results, shown in Table 5, indicate that the
Proposed Project does not exceed the SCAQMD significance thresholds for ROG, NOx, CO, SOxand
PMuo. Therefore, as shown, this impact would be less than significant.

€) Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial oumber of people?

Less Than Significant Tmpact. A significant impact may occur if objectionable odors occur which

would adversely irmpact sensitive receptors. Odors are typically associated with the use of chemicals,
solvents, petroleurn products, and other strong-smelling elements used in manufacturing processes.
Odors related to any potential kitchen use may result. However, these odors would be considered
consistent with odors generated in the vicinity due t0 existing restaurants in the area and’ would be result
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1a 1essfthan~signiﬁcant jmpact. Therefore, impacts as

sociated with objectionable odors would be less
han significant.

~ymulative Impacts
Construction Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. The City has identified 35 related projects within 1.5 miles of the
proposed project. Construction of these projects could T

) esult in cumulative impacts on Jocal air quality,
particularly fugitive dust impacts, if all were constructed simultaneou

. . sly. However, because the nearest
related project (Related Project No. 27), located at the intersection of Olive Street and 11™ Street, is
nearing completion and the proposed project is loca

ted on a relatively small parcel, it is very unlikely
that the local ared would experience cumulative impacts from th

- e two projects - even if both were under
construction at the same time. Also, as with operational €

: missions, the adopted AQMP projects
constructiOB-T61at€d regional emissions for the population growth anticipated through 2025 and includes
control measures to offset the increase in regional emissions that would result from construction
activities. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant cumulative construction-
related impact o air quality.

Regional Operational Impacts

Less Than Sigaificant Impact. The 2003 AQMP is based on populati

d data from ea on growth through 2025, which
is based on dad

ch of the cities and counties in the region. All projects in the region are
assumed 10 contribute to regional air pollution and, as such, the

emissions associated with these projects
are modeled by the SCAQMD to provide an understanding of future air quality without additional
emissions CODUIO'S Based on this modeling, if it is determined that pollutant concentrations exceed
State or national armbient air standards, the SCAQMD, SCAG and California Air Resources Board
develop additionsl emiSsIon control strategies to offset emissions and 10 reduce pollutant concentrations
to below the standards. |

In addition, the project site is within SCAG’s Los Angeles City sub-area, and the City of Los Angeles

estimates population growth to 2025 for the AQMP. SCAG has determined that, as long as the new

population generated by 2 project is within the total population forecast for the sub-area in the project’s

puildout year, the proposed project would be consistent with the AQMP. As a result, cumulative

impacts are offse by the emissions controls set forth in the AQMP. As discussed above in Question
3(a), the prOposed project would be consistent with the AQMP. Furt

hermore, the proposed project is
anticipated to be completed by 2007, which is prior to the AQMP growth forecast buildout year of
2025. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the total population forecast in the
AQMP, and the proposed project would have a Jess-than-significant cumulative operational impact on

air quality.
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat

modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local

or regional plans, policies, or regulation, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and wildlife Service?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if a project were to remove or modify habitat for any

species identified or designated as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional

or regulations, or by the State or federal regulatory agencies cited. The project site and
the surrounding area are currently dominated by dense urban development, conmsisting largely of
commercial and parking land uses. Currently, the project site is occupied by a paved surface parking
lot. Furthermore, the project site is surrounded by urban development with no significant areas of
natural open space and no areas of significant biological resource value. No candidate, sensitive, or
special status species identified in local plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department
of Fish and Game (CDFGQG) or the U.S. Fish and wildlife Service (USFWS) were found or are expected
to occur on the project site, as the project site supports no habitat for such species. Therefore, the
proposed project would have no impact on any sensitive species or habitat.

plans, policies,

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Departooent of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if riparian habitat or any other sensitive natural

community identified locally, regionally, or by the State and federal regulatory agencies cited were to

be adversely modified without adequate mitigation. The project site is located in a heavily urbanized
area which has been previously developed. No riparian or other sensitive habitat areas are presently

located on OF adjacent to the project site. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not

result in any adverse impacts to riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities.

o) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Sectiond 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) {hrough direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other meamns?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act are modified or removed without adequate mitigation. The project site and
surrounding area is currently dominated by dense urban development, consisting largely of commercial

and parking Jand uses. Stormwater runoff from the project site is accommodated by City storm drain

infrastructure. The proposed project would not significantly increase the amount of stormwater runoff

from the site (se€ Question 8(c), below). The project site does not support riparian or wetland habitat,

M
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s defined by gection 404 of the Clean Water Act (see Question 4(b), above). Therefore, no impact to

‘jparian Of wetland habitats would occur with implementation of the proposed project.

d Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any pative resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established pative resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, Or jmpede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if a project would interfere or remove access to a

migratory wildlife corridor or impede the use of native wildlife mursery sites.

The project site is
located in a dense urban area that has

been previously disturbed. No wildlife corridors are located on
the project site or in the project area due 10 existing urban development. Therefore, n

o impact to fish
or wildlife corridors would occur with implementation of the proposed project.

ej Would the project conflict with any Jocal polici

es or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as 3 tree preservation policy or ordinance?

No Impact. A project—related significant adverse effect could occur if a project is inconsistent with

local regu}ations pertaining 1o biological resources. Local ordinances protecting biological resources

are limited to the City of Los Angeles Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance. The project site does not

contain oak trees OF other protected biological resources. Therefore, implementation of the proposed

project would not affect any local polices or ordinances protecting OT

preserving biological resources
; 1d occur. ‘
and no impact wou

f Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,

Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if a project is inconsistent with resource policies of any
conservation plans of the types cited above. The project site and its vicinity are not part of any draft or
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional of ‘State habitat conservation plan. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would
not conflict with any such plan and no impact would occur.

Cuymulative jmpacts

Less Than Significant Tmopadt. Development of the proposed project in combination with the related
projects would not significanly impact wildlife corridors or habitat

special Status species identifief in local plans, policies, or regulations,
No such habitat is expected boccur in the vicinity
to the existing dense urban development.

for any candidate, sensitive, OT
or by the CDFG or the USFWS.
of the related projects and the proposed project due

Local ordinances protecting biological resources are limited

to the City of Los Angeles Ok Tree Preservation Ordinance. Although, the project site does not
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.ontain any oak trees, there is a possibility that some of the related project sites could contain oak trees.
Any removal of oak trees would be done in accordance with the City of Los Angeles Oak Tree
preservation Ordinance. Therefore, cumulative impacts to biological resources would be less than
significant.

s.  CULTURAL RESOURCES

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as deﬁned in §15064.5? :

No Impact- Section 15064.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines defines an historical resources as: 1) a
resource listed in or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission, for listing
in the California Register of Historical Resources; 2) a resource listed in a local register o’f historical
resources of identified as significant in an historical resource survey meeting certain state guidelines; or
3) an object, building, structure, site, area, place, record or manuscript which a lead agency determi,nes
to be significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social

political, military, OfF cultural annals of California, provided that the lead agency’s determix;ation i;
supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. A project-related significant adverse

effect would occur if the proposed project were to adversely affect a historical resource meeting one of
the above definitions.

The project site is currently a paved surface parking lot. No structures, which could have any historical
significance, exist on the project site. Therefore, the development of the proposed project would not
result in a change tO the significance of a historical resource and no impact would occur

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 61‘ an
archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5?

Potentially Significant Unless thigation Incorporated. Section 15064.5 of the State CEQA
Guidelines defines significant archaeological resources as resources which meet the criteria for
historical resources as discussed above, or resources which constitute unique archaeological resources

A project—related significant adverse effect could occur if the project were to affect archaeological
resources which fall under either of these categories.

No known prehistoric archaeological resources have been identified on the project site

i : Thus,.
implementation of the proposed project would not affect known archaeological resources. All portions
of the project site have been de

veloped and as such, have been subject 10 ground disturbing activities
such as grading and excavating, which could have damaged, destroyed, or removed any archaeological

resources that could have been present. The geologic investigation for the proposed project (see

Section 6, Geology and Soils, below for additional information) revealed that fill material exists at
depths between 1.5 and three feet below the surface. The native soils beneath the project site consist of

MMMNWWMW" MMMWW
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y to sandy clay andl clayey silt, followed by silty sand, sand, and then varying layers of silty sand
dsand to & depth of approximately 60 feet. These native earth materials consist of younger and older
uvial soils that were deposited by the meandering rivers and streams, which are typical 1o this area of
owntown LOS Angeles. The proposed project includes a basement level, which would include
«cavation of the pative alluvium. As there is a potential for the a

Jluvium beneath the project site t0
sntain  previously unknown archaeological resources, it is possible that unknown prehistoric
rchaeological resources could be encountered during the project’s construction phase. Without pr
are during grading and excavation, unknown resources could be dama

yroject impacts on unknown archaeological resources would

oper
ged or destroyed. Therefore,
be potentially significant.

Mitigation Measures

Because the proposed project would result in potentially significant impacts to unknown archaeological
resources, the mitigation measures

listed below are recommended. Implementation of these measures

would reduce this potentially significant impact to a less-than-significant level.

-1 Pprior to excavation and construction on the project site, the prime construction contractor
and any subcontractor(s) shall be cautioned on the legal and/or regulatory implications of

knowingly destroying cultural resources OrT removing artifacts, human remains, bottles, and
other cultural materials from the project site.

52 I during any phase of project construction, any cultural materials are encountered,
construction activities within a 50

_meter radius shall be halted immediately, and the project
applicant shall notify the City.

A qualified prehistoric archaeologist (as approved by the
City) shall be retained by the p

roject applicant and shall be allowed to conduct a more

detailed inspection and examination of the exposed cultural materials. During this time,

excavation and construction would not be allowed in the immedia

te vicinity of the find.
However, those activities could continue in other areas of the project site.

(5-3) If any find were determined to be significant by the archaeologist, the City and the

archaeologist would meet to determine the appropriate course of action.

(5-4) All cultural materials recovered from the site would be subject to scientific analysis,

professional museum curation, and a report prepared according to current professional
standards.

¥ human remains are. discovered at the project site d

uring construction, work at the specific
construction site at which the remains have been uncovered shall be suspended, and the City of Los
Angeles public Works Department and County coroner shall be immediately notified. If the remains

are determined bY the County coromer to be Native American, the Native American Heritage
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Commission (NAHC) shall be notified within 24 hours, and the guidelines of the NAHC shall be
adhered to in the treatrment and disposition of the remains.

9 Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site
or unique geologic feature? ‘

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. A significant adverse effect could occur if
grading or excavation activities associated with the propose

d project would disturb paleontological
resources Of geologic features which presently exist within the project site.

No known unique paleomntological resources have been identified on the project site. Thus,
implementation of the proposed project would not affect known unique paleontological resources. All

portions of the project site have been developed and as such, have been subject to ground disturbing

activities such as grading, which could have damaged, destroyed, or removed any paleontological

resources that could have been present. Thus, the potential for archaeological resources to occur in

those areas is low. However, other portions of the project site contain older alluvium, which could

potentially contain paleontological resources. The potential for unknown paleontological deposits to

occur in these deposits cannot be ruled out. Without proper care during grading and excavation,

unknown resoOurces could be damaged or destroyed. Therefore, project impacts on unknown unique
paleomological resources would be potentially significant.

The project site is relatively flat, and soils at the site consist primarily of younger and older alluvium.

No unique geologic features are located on the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not
result in any impacts to unique geologic features.

Mitigation Measures

Because the proposed project would result in potentially significant impacts to unkmown unique

paleontological resources, the mitigation measures listed below are recommended. Implementation of
these mitig

ation measures would reduce this potentially significant impact 1o a less-than-significant
level. 4

(5-5) The project applicant shall identify a qualified paleontologist prior to any demolition,
excavation, or construction. The City shall approve the selected paleontologist prior to
issuance of the grading permit. The project paleontologist shall attend the pre-grading
meeting to discuss how to recognize paleontological resources in the soil during grading
activities. The prime construction contractor and any subcontractor(s) shall be cautioned on

the legal and/or regulatory implications of knowingly destroying paleontological resources
or rermoving paleontological resources from the project site.

WM
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(5-6) If paleontological resources are encountered during the course of site development

activities, work in that area shall be halted and the project paleontologist shall be notified of
the find. The project paleontologist shall have the authority 1 temporarily divert or
redirect grading to allow time to evaluate any exposed fossil material. “Temporary” shall
" pe two working days for the evaluation process.

(s-7) If the project paleontologist determines that the resource is significant, then any

scientifically significant specimens shall be properly collected by the project paleontologist.
During collecting activities, contextual stratigraphic data shall also be collected. The data

will include lithologic descriptions, photographs, measured stratigraphic sections, and field
notes.

(5-8) Scientifically significant specimens shall be prepared to the point of identification (not

exhibition), stabilized, identified, and offered for quration to a suitable repository that has a
retrievable storage system.

(59) The project paleontologist shall prepare 2 final report at the end of the earthmoving

activities; the report shall include an jtemized inventory of recovered fossils and appropriate
stratigraphic and locality data. The project paleontologist shall send one copy of the report
1o the City of Los Angeles; another copy should accompany any fossils, along with field
Jogs and photographs, to the designated repository.

d) Wwould the project disturb any human remains,

including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. A significant adverse effect would occur if

grading OF excavation activities associated with a project were 10 disturb pr

eviously interred human
remains. NO knowwn human burials have been identified on the project site or vicinity. However, it is
possible that unknown human rernains could occur on the project site, and if proper care is not

taken
during project comstruction, damage to or destruction of the

se unknown remains could occur.
Therefore, project impacts to human remains would be potentially significant.

Mitigation Measui7es

Mitigation Measures 5-1 through 5-5 listed above for the impacts 1o unknown prehistoric archaeological

resources would also be applicable to impacts to hurman remains,

and would reduce this potentially
significant impact 10 2 less-than-significant level.
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ygmmulative lmpacts

less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project in combination with the
elated Projects would result in the continued development (or redevelopment) of residential,
ommercial, and office land vses i the City of Los Angeles (see Figure 10 and Table 1). Impacts to
.ulrural Tesources tend 0 be site-specific and are assessed on a site-by-site basis. The extent of the
~ultural resources Gif any) that occur at the related project sites is unknown and, as such, it is not
known whether any of the related projects would result in significant impacts to cultural resources.
However, similar to the pr oposed project, such determinations would be made on a case-by-case basis
and, if pecessary. the zpplicants of L2 related projects would be required to implement the appropriate
mitigation measures- Furthermore, the analysis of the proposed project’s impacts to cultural resources
concluded that, through the implementation of the mitigation measures recommended above, project.
impacts to cultural xESOUTE would be less than significant. Therefore, the proposed project would not
contribute fo anY potential curnulative impacts, and cumulative impacts to cultural resources would be
less than significant.

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

The following analysis 1S based upon the Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Investigation Proposed
Dormitory 1016 and_1020 South Olive Street, 1.Os Angeles, California, prepared by Geotechnologies,
Inc., August 2003, and Geotechnical Engineering Investigation Proposed Dormitory 1020 South Olive
MM prepared by Geotechnologies, Inc., July 2004. These reports are
:ncluded as Appendix D to this Initial Study.

a) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
incuding tbe risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

@ Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is located within a State-
desigpated Alquist-Priolo 7omne or other designated fault zone, and appropriate building practices are
not employed. The project site is located in the seismically active region of Southern California.
Numerous active and potentially active faults with surface expressions (fault traces) have been mapped
adjacent 10, withira, and beneath the City of Los Angeles. However, there are no active surface fault
iraces identified by the State, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
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fap, known 10 be present on the project site.5 Therefore, the possibility of surface fault rupture
ffecting the project site would be considered remote, and the proposed project would not present any
(dverse impacts with Tespect to exposing people or property 10 hazardous conditions resulting from

~upture of a KNOWa earthquake fault on the project site. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would
occur.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Sigpificant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project represents an increased
risk to public safety or destruction of property by exposing people, property or infrastructure 1o
seismically jnduced ground shaking hazards that are greater than the average risk associated with

Jocations in the Southern California region. Southern California is active seismic region (UBC Seismic

Zone TV). According 10 EQFAULT, the closest fault to the site is the Newport-Inglewood Fault, which

is 6.0 miles from the project site. As with all properties in the seismically active Southern California

region, the project site is susceptible to ground shaking during a seismic event.
hazard to the project site is moderate to strong ground shaking on one of

the local regional faults.
Although susceptible to ground shaking, the project site is not in a State-designated Alquist-Priolo
Eanhquakezone: as discussed above.

The main seismic

The City of Los Amngeles Uniform Building Code, upgraded since the 1994 Northridge earthquake,

contains construction requirements, such as the use of shear panels and reinforcement, to assure that
habitable structures are built to a level of acceptable seismic risk. Modern, well-constructed buildings
are designed to resist ground shaking through the use of shear panels, fr

ames and reinforcement. The
potential seismic hazard 1o the proposed project site would not be higher than in most areas of the City

of Los Angeles OF elsewhere in the region. Therefore, the risks from seismic ground shaking are

considered to be less than significant. Nonetheless, the following mitigation measure would reduce
further this less-tham-significant impact.

Mitigation Measurée

(6—1) The project shall comply with the recommendations, listed on pages 13-32 of the
Geotechnical Engineering Investigation File Proposed Dormitory 1016 and 1020 South
Olive Street, Los Angeles, California prepared by Geotechnologies, August 2003; and

pages 13-35 of the Geotechnical Engineering Investigation File Proposed Dormitory 1020

South Olive Street, Los Angeles, California prepared by Geotechnologies, July 2004 (see
Appendix D).

-
6 Active faults are classified by the State Division of Mines and Geology as faults showing evidence of surface

displacement within the last 11,000 years.
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(ki) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

_ess Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is located in an area
dentified as having a high risk of liquefaction and rnitigation measures required within such designated
areas are not incorporated into the project. Liquefaction describes a phenomenon where cyclic stresses,
which are produced by earthquake-induced ground motions, Create €xcess pore pressures in
cohesionless soils. As a result, the soils may acquire a high degree of mobility, which can lead to
lateral spreading, consolidation and settlement of loose sediments, ground oscillation, flow failure, loss
of bearing strength, ground fissuring, and sand boils, and other damaging deformations. This
phenomenon OCCUTS only below the water table, but after liquefaction has developed, it can propagate
upward into overlying, non-saturated soils as excess pore water €scapes. The possibility of liquefaction
occurring at a given site is dependant upon the occurrence of a significant earthquake in the vicinity,

sufficient groundwater o cause high pore pressures, and on the grain size, relative density, and
confining pressures of the soil at the site.
Liquefaction typically occurs in areas where the groundwater is less than 50 feet from the surface, and
where the soils are composed of poorly consolidated, fine to medium-grained sand. In addition to the
necessary soil conditions, the ground accelerations and duration of the earthquake must also be of a
sufficient level to initiate liquefaction. Groundwater, at 60 feet below the existing ground surface, was
not encountered to the total depth of exploration at the project site. According to the Liquefaction
Evaluation Report” contained in the Seismic Hazard Evaluation of the Hollywood Quandrangle, the
historic high groundwater level for the vicinity of the project site was 110 feet below the ground
surface. In addition, the project site is not located in a State Seismic Hazard Zone for liquefaction.

Therefore, the project site would not be considered prone to liquefaction. Therefore, a less-than-
significant impact would occur.

Gv) Landslides?

No Impact. A significant adverse effect may occur if a project is located in a hiliside area with soil
conditions that would suggest high potential for sliding. The probability of seismically-induced
landslides affecting the subject development is considered to be remote, due to the relatively flat or
gently sloping natuxe of the site and surrounding areas. Therefore, no impact would occur.

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project exposes lar ge areas t0 the
erosional effects of wind or water for a protracted period of time. Due to previous grading on the

7 Loyd, Ralph C., and Mattison, Elise, 1998, Seismic Hazard Evaluation dof the Hollywood 7.5-Minute
Quadrangle, Los Angeles County, California, CDMG Open File Report 98-17.

-,,,,——————— e —————————
YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus IV. Environmental Impact Analysis
Initial Study

Page IV-22




“hristopher A. Joseph & Associates March 2005

sroject sit€, 1o original topsoil remains onsite. The topography of the project site is relatively flat and

it would b€ mostly paved-over (except for 5,630 square feet of landscaped area in the courtyard), SO

lirle soil would be exposed during the operation of the proposed project. Construction activities

associated with the proposed project would expose soil and, thus, potentially erode soils. However,
erosion controls would be implemented to reduce the effects of erosion during construction. All onsite
grading and site preparation would comply with applicable grading and building permit requirements
and Best Management Practices (BMPs). Onsite grading and site preparation would comply with all

applicable provisions of Chapter IX, Division 70 of the LAMC, which addresses grading, ‘excavations,
and fills. Therefore, aless

-than-significant impact would occur as 2 result of erosion or loss of topsoil.
) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable,
become unstable as 2 result of the project, and potentially result in on-
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

or that would
or off-site landslide, lateral

Less Than Sigaificant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is built in an unstable area
without proper site preparation or

design features to provide adequate foundations for project buildings,

thus posing a hazard to life and property. Potential impacts with respect to liquefaction and landslide
potential are evaluat

ed in Questions 6(a)(iii) and (iv) above. The existing groundwater levels at the
project site are not

levels prone to liquefaction, nor is the proposed project site locate

d in a State
Seismic Hazard Zone for liquefaction. The probability of a seismically-induced landslide affecting the

proposed project site is remote, due to its relatively flat topography.

Construction of the proposed project would comply with the City of Los Angeles Uniform Bui

lding
Code, which is designec 10 assure safe construction, including building foundation requirements that are
appropriate 10 site conditions.

As discussed in the Geotechnical Engineering Investigation ( Appendix
D), due 10 the dense na

tare of the natural soils underlying the project site, the project site would not be
prone to significant dynamic settlement. Therefore,

a less-than-significant impact would occur.

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as identified in Table 18-1-B of the

Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact

without proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project buildings,
thus posing 2 hazard to life and property. The project site is not known to be an area susceptible to
nquefaction (see Questions 6(a)(iii) and (iv) above).

In addition, the sandy soils which would be
exposed during the construction of the proposed basement level, are in the very low expansion range,
while the soils at the existing grade are in the moderate expansive range. A test performed on a

representative sample of the project site soils at a depth of 15 to 20 feet had an Expansion Index of 2,
and tests performed on representative samples of the project site soils from zero to five feet had an
Expansive Index of 60 to 75. Special considerations for expansive soils are required for concrete

may occur if a project is built on expansive soils
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avements at the ground surface level. Safe construction would be assured through compliance with the .
sity of Los Angeles Uniform Building Code, which includes building foundation requirements
ppropriate for site-sp<ecific conditions. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
Jlternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are pot available for the disposal of
wastewater?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is located in an area not served by an existing
sewer system. The project site is located in a developed area of the City of Los Angeles, which is
served by a wastewater collection, conveyance and treatment system operated by the City. No septic
tanks or alternative disposal systems are necessary, nor are they proposed. Therefore, no impact would
occur.

Cumulative Impacts

No Impact. Development of the proposed project in conjunction with the related projects would result

in further “infilling™ of various land uses in the City of Los Angeles area. Geotechnical hazards are

site-specific and thexe is little, if any, cumulative relationship between development of the proposed

project and the related projects. As such, construction of the related projects is not anticipated to

combine with the proposed project to curmulatively expose people or structures to such geologic hazards '
and landslides and/oT unstable soils, or to increase the potential for soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. .
Therefore, 00 cumu lative geological impacts are anticipated from the proposed project and the related

projects. ‘

7. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, wuse, or disposal of hazardous materials?

No Impact. A sigmificant impact may occur if a project involves use or disposal of hazardous materials
as part of its routirae operations and would have the potential to generate toxic or otherwise hazardous
emissions that could adversely affect sensitive receptors. Other than typical cleaning solvents used for
office and dormito Ty purposes, no hazardous materials would be used, transported or disposed of in
conjunction with the routine day-to-day operations of the proposed project. Therefore, 1o impact
would occur.
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)] Would the project create significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable u

pset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

Potentially Significarat Unless Mitigation Incorporated. A significant impact may occur if a project
could potemtially pose a hazard to nearby sensitive receptors by teleasing hazardous materials into the
environment through accident or upset conditions. The project site is currently paved entirely with a
surface parking lot. As such, no Poly-Chlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs), Asbestos Containing Materials
(ACMs) or Lead-Based Paint occur within the project site. In addition, as mentioned in the Update

Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment Report prepared by Converse Consultants on January 17, 2005,
no aboveground or underground storage tanks exist within the project site.

Oil Wells

Based on the zoning for the project site, oil drilling activities are permitted to occur onsite. However,

as stated in the Update Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment Report, and confirmed with a site visit:

by Christopher A. J oseph & Associates, no oil wells or gas we
adjacent properties.

lls are located on the project site or

Methane Gas

The presence of methane gas in the subsurface is common within former oil production areas and other
Jocations where organic material, such as grass, leaves, wood, manure, etc., are present in the soil.
Methane is generated by the biodegradation of organic matter in the absence of oxygen. Methane is not
toxic, however, it is combustible and potentially explosive at concentrations above 53,000 parts per

million (ppm) in the presence of oxygen. While non-pressurized methane is normally not problematic,

if the gas accumulates to high concentrations and becomes pressurized, detectable levels may enter the

interior of a structure through cracks or other penetrations present in floor slabs.

The project site is located within a methane gas zone, and thus, methane gas may be present or may

potentially be present in the future in the subsurface beneath the project site. In accordance with the

City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety (LADBS) Methane Ordinance (*Ordinance™),

the project site is subject to further subsurface investigation to determine the extent of methane beneath

the proposed Structures, and to develop an appropriate methane mitigation plan.

Pursuant to the
Ordinance, the TADBS hes the authoriy to0 withhold permits on projects located within a Methane

7one or Methane Buffer Zone, as established under Sections 91.7101 et seq. of the LAMC. Building
permmits may be issued upon submittal of detailed plans that show adequate protection against flammable

gas incursion by providing the installation of suitable methane mitigation s

ystems. The Ordinance
applies to all new buildings and paved areas located within a Methane Zone or Methane Buffer Zone.

Accordingly, as provided in the mitigation measure below, the Project Applicant would be required to
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:omplete a detailed methane report to docurnent the potential for methane hazards and prescribe specific

Methane Mitigation Standards to reduce potential methane hazards to a less-than-significant level. With

incorporation of the mitigation measure below, impacts associated with methane gas would be reduced
1o a less-than-significant level.

Mitigation Measure

(7-1) In accordance with the LADBS Methane Ordinance (2004), prior to issuance of a building
permit, the Project Applicant shall submit a detailed plan that demonstrates adequate
protection against flammable gas incursion by providing the installation of suitable methane
mitigation systems, if warranted, based on further site specific subsurface investigations.
Methane Mitigation Standards shall be implemented in accordance with Section 91.7102 of

the LAMC, and as directed and approved by the Department of Building and Safety and
Los Angeles Fire Department.

) Would the project emit hazardous emissions' or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No Impact. A significant adverse effect may occur if a project site is located within one-quarter mile

of an existing or proposed school site and is projected 1o release toXic emissions which pose a health
hazard beyond regulatory thresholds. There are no schools or proposed schools located within one-
quarter mile of the project site. The nearest school, 9™ Street Elementary, is approximately one mile
east of the project site. In addition, as stated in Section 7(a), above, the proposed project would use, at

most, minimal amounts of hazardous materials for routine cleaning and, therefore, would not pose any
substantial potential for accident conditions invo

would be no imp
school.

lving the release of hazardous materials. Thus, there
act concerning emission of hazardous materials near an existing school or proposed

4 Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

The following analysis is based upon three reports prepared by Converse Consultants:

e Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment, APN 5139-012-008 and APN 5139-013-009, August
12, 2003;

o Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment, 1026 and 1032 South Olive Street, April 5, 2004; and

o Updated Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment, 1016, 1026 and 1032 South Olive Street,
January 17, 2005.

W‘W
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[he project site consists of four parcels-APN 5139-012-008, 5139-012-009, 5139-012-007 and 513-
11-012. The Phase 1 prepared in August 2003 addressed the first t

wo parcels, while the Phase 1
prepared in April 2004 addressed the second two parcels. The Phase I prepared in January 2005 was

an updat€ to all four parcels. These three reports are available for public review at the Community

Redevelopment AgencCy, 354 South Spring Street, Suite 700 in the City of Los Angeles.

No Impact. California Government Code Section 65962.5 requires various State agencies to compile

lists of hazardous waste disposal facilities, unauthorized releases from underground storage tanks,

contarninated drinking water wells and solid waste facilities where there is known migration of
hazardous waste and submit such information to the Secretary for Environmental Pro

tection on at least
an annual basis. A significant impact may occur if a project site is included on any of the above lists

and poses an environmnental hazard to surrounding sensitive uses.

A review of the most current databases and files from federal, State,

and local environmental regulatory
agencies was conducted to identify use, generation,

storage, treatment or disposal of hazardous

materials and chemicals, or release incidents of such materials, which may impact the proposed project.

The three Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessments include a database search of hazard

ous material sites
that are listed pursuant 10 Government

Code Section 65962.5. The project site is not included on any
of the applicable lists. Two adjacent properties were identified on the Hazardous Waste Information
System (HAZNET); however, as stated in the August 2003 Phase I, these

properties do mnot have the
potential t0 impact the project site due t0 the type O

f regulatory listing. Therefore, as the project site is
not included in any hazards list and would not be impacted by any adjacent hazardous sites,
would occur.

no impact
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is located within a public airport land use plan

area, of within two miles of a public airport, and subject to a safety hazard. The nearest airports are
the Compton Airpott and El Monte Airport, which are located approximately 14 mile

s to the south and
approximately 135 miles to the east, respectively.

As such, the proposed project is not included in any
airport Jand use plan.® Therefore, no impact would occur.

s Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission
Comprehensive Land Use Plan, December 19, 1991.
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) For a project within the vicipity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety .
azard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Tmpact. A significant impact would occur only if a project were in the vicinity of a private airstrip
ynd would subject area residents and workers to a safety hazard. The proposed project is not located in
the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, no impact would occur.

2 Would the jproject impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to interfere with roadway operations used
in conjunction with an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan or would generate traffic
congestion that would interfere with the execution of such a plan. The proposed project is not located
on oOr near an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan.® Development of the project site may
require temporary and/or partial street closures due 10 construction activities. Nonetheless, while such
closures may cause temporary inconvenience, they would not be expected to substantially interfere with
emergency Tesponse of evacuation plans. The proposed project would not cause permanent alterations
to vehicular circulation routes and patterns, impede public access or travel upon public rights-of-way.
Therefore, the proposed project would not be expected to interfere with any adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan, and no project impact would occur. ’

h) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death .
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands? :

No Impact. A sigmificant impact may occur if a project is located in proximity to wildland areas and
poses 2 potemial fire hazard, which could affect persons or structures in the area in the event of a fire.
The project site is located in a dense urban area of the City that does not include wildlands or high fire
hazard terrain or vegetation and, therefore, is mnot subject to hazards. from wildland fires.™
Consequenty, no irnpact would occur.

s Los Angeles City Planning Department, Environmental and Public Facilities Map: Critical Facilities &
Lifeline Systems , September 1, 1996.

0 City of Los Arigeles Deparment of City Planning, Zone Information and Map Access System, website:
http://zimas.lacity.org, January 18, 2005.
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‘umulative Impacts

_ess Than Significant Impact. Development of the proposed project in combination with the related

yrojects has the pdtenﬁal to increase the use, storage, transport, and/or release of hazardous materials.
However, with implememation of Mitigation

Measure 7-1, the potential impact associated with the
proposed project would be reduced to a less

-than-significant level.

With respect to the presence of hazardous substances associated with the related projects, each related
project would be evaluated Tor potential threats 10 public safety. This would occur for each individual
project affected, in conjunction with development propos

als on these properties. Furthermore, local
municipalities are required to follow local, State and federal laws regar

Therefore, assurming compliance with local, State and feder
cumulative 1mpacts would be conside

ding hazardous materials.

al laws pertaining to hazardous materials,
red less than significant.

With respect to hazards from wildfires, the proposed project area (including the related projects) is an

urbanized portion of Los Angeles that does not include wildlands o

r high fire hazard terrain or
yegetation. In addition, similar to the proposed project, none of the related projects are located within
an airport land use plan or with

in the vicinity of a private airstrip. As such, no cumulative impact
would occur.

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project di

scharges water which does not meet the
quality standards of agencies which regulate

surface water quality and water discharge into storm water
drainage systems. Significant impacts would also occur if a project does not comply with all applicable
regulations with regard to surface water quality as governed by the State Water Resources Control

Board (SWRCB). These regulations include compliance with the Standard Urban Storm Water
Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) requirements to reduce potential water quality impacts.

Construction activities associated with the proposed project would be subject to City ins

pection. Any
construction work would be required to meet the National

Pollution Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) requirerments for storm water quality. The contractor would also be required to implement

Best Management Practices (BMPs) for erosion control. 1n addition, the contractor would file a Notice
of Intent with the State Water Resources Control Board and prepare a Storm Water Pollution

prevention Plan (SWPPP) prior to any construction activity. Implementation of the BMPs in the

project’s SWPPP and compliance with the City’s discharge requirements would ensure that the project

copstruction would not vidlate any water quality standards OT discharge requirements or otherwise

substantially degrade water quality. Therefore, the project’s construction-related water quality impacts
would be less than significant.
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Vith respect to the operation of the proposed project, a SUSMP would be implemented which would
nsure that potemial impacts associated with water quality would be less than significant. Furthermore,
he proposed project would not include industrial discharge to any public water system. With

\ppropriate project design and compliance with the applicable federal, State and local regulations, Code
requirements and permiit provisions, no impact would occur .

b) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering
of the local groundw ater table level (e.g., the produciion rate of pre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have
been granted)?

No Impact- A significant impact may occur if a project includes deep excavations resulting in the
potential t0 interfere with groundwater movement of included withdrawal of groundwater or paving of
existing permeable surfaces important to groundwater recharge. Stormwater runoff from the proposed
project would be accommodated by the existing City storm drain infrastructure. The historic high
groundwater level in the vicinity of the project site is approximately 110 feet below the ground
surface.” The proposed project would involve the development of a seven-story 154,000 gross square
foot facility (1 10,000 net square feet) on an existing surface that is largely impermeable. Furthermore,
the proposed project would include a landscaped courtyard, which would provide approximately 5,630
square feet of permeable surfaces. This represents an increase in the amount of permeable surfaces as
compared 10 existing conditions. Therefore, the development of the proposed project would pot
substantially alter grqundwater recharge. Project excavation would be restricted to the basement level,
one level in depth. Furthermore, no water wells are proposed as part of the project. Therefore, the
proposed project would not deplete groundwater supplies and no impact would occur. ‘

1) Wwould the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner, which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project results in a substantial alteration of drainage
parterns that would result in a substantial increase in erosion of siltaion during construction or
operation of the project. The project site is Jocated in a dense urbanized area and no stream Of Tiver
courses are Jocated in the project vicinity. The closest water body to the project site is the Los Angeles
River, located approximately 1.8 miles east of the project site. The project site is presently covered
almost entirely with impermeable surface (i.e., asphalt). The proposed project would increase the

11 Geotechnologies, Geotechnical Engineering Investigation Proposed Dormitory 1020 South Olive Street, Los
Angeles, Cadlifornia, July 6, 2004.
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nount of permeable surfaces by providing an approximately 5,630 square feet of landscaping in a
ourtyard. Runoff from the project site currently flows, and would continue to flow, towards existing

ity storm drains. Therefore, the potential impact associated with the alteration of existing drainage
arterns would be less than significant.

3) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project results in increased runoff volumes during
construction or operation of the project that would result in flooding conditions affecting the project site
or nearby properties. Currently, runoff from the project site flows southwest along Olive Street to
existing storm drain inlets at the intersection of Olive Street and 117 Street.? With the development of
the proposed project, runoff would continue to be directed towards existing storm drain inlets at the
intersection of Olive Street and 11" Street. Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially
alter the existing drainage pattern of the project area. No project impact would occur.

) Would the project create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing OF planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted rupoff?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. A significant impact may occur if a project
would increase the volume of storm water runoff to a level which exceeded the capacity of the storm
drain system serving a project site. A project-related significant adverse effect would also occur if a
project would substantially increase the probability that polluted runoff would reach the storm drain
system. Runoff from the project site currently is and would continue 10 be ¢

ollected on the project site
and directed towards existing storm drains in the project vicinity. All contaminants gathered during

such routine cleaning would be disposed of in compliance with applicable stormwater pollution

prevention permits. Therefore, the proposed project would not provide substantial additional sources of

polluted runoff to the storm drain system or increase storm water runoff from the project site above
existing levels.

Construction-Related Project Impacts

Three general sources of potential short-term construction-related stormwater pollution associated with
the proposed project are: 1) the handling, storage, and disposal of construction materials containing
pollutants; 2) the maintenance and operation of construction equipment; and 3) earth moving activities

2 ciy o Los Angeles, Bureau of Engineering, Navigate LA,

website:
hip: //naw-gazela.lacity.org/maps/lamap.mwf, January 28, 2005.
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which, when mot controlled, may generate soil erosion and transportation, via storm runoff or
mechanical equipment. Generally, routine safety precautions for handling and storing construction
materials may effectively mitigate the potential pollution of stormwater by these materials. These same

types of common Sense, “good housekeeping” procedures can be extended to non-hazardous stormwater
pollutants such as sawdust and other solid wastes.

Poorly maintained vehicles and heavy equipment leaking fuel, oil, antifreeze, or other fluids on the
construction site are also common sources of stormwater pollution and soil contamination.

In addition, grading activities can greatly increase erosion processes. Two general strategies are

recommended to prevent construction silt from entering

local storm drains. First, erosion control
procedures should be implemented for those areas that must be exposed. Secondly, the area should be

secured to control offsite migration of pollutants. These BMPs are outlined in greater detail in the
following Mitigation Measures section. When properly designed and implemented, these “good-

housekeeping” practices are expected to reduce short-term construction-related impacts to a less-than-
significant level.

Opera:ion—Related Project Impacts

Activities associated with operation of the proposed project would generate substances that could

degrade the quality of water runoff. The deposition of certain chemicals by trucks in the loading area

could have the potential to contribute metals, oil and grease, solvents, phosphates, hydrocarbons, and
suspende

d solids to the storm drain system. However, impacts to water quality would be reduced since

the project must cornply with water quality standards and wastewater discharge BMPs set forth by the

City and the SWRCB. Furthermore, required design criteria, as established in the SUSMP for Los

Angeles County and cities in Los Angeles County, would be incorporated into the proposed project to

minimize the offsite conveyance of pollutants. Compliance with

existing regulations would reduce the
potential for water quality impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Mitigation Measures

8D During construction, the project applicant shall implement all applicable and mandatory

Best Management Practices (BMPs) in accordance with the SUSMP and City of Los

Angeles Stormwater Management Program. These BMPs shall include, but not be limited,
10 the Following:

Erosion control procedures shall be implemented for exposed areas.

Appropriate dust suppression techniques, such as watering or tarping, shall be
used.

W
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« Construction entrances shall b

e designed to facilitate removal of debris from
vehicles exiting the site.

o Truck loads shall be tarped.

(8-2) Al constru(:tioﬂ equipment and vehicles shall be inspected for and leaks repaired according

1o a regular schedule, specified in the Grading Pla

n approved by the Department of
Building and Safety.

iy WouldA the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project includes potential sources of water pollutants
that would have the potential to substantially degrade water quality. Other than the sources discussed
above in Question g(€), the proposed project would not include other potential sources of contaminants
which could potentially degrade water quality.

Therefore, the proposed project would not degrade
water quality and BO impact would occur.

g) " Would the project place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a

federal Flood Hazaxd Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur only if a project would place housing within a 100-year

flood zone. The project site is not in an area designated as a 100-year flood hazard area. 3 Therefore,
no impact would occur.

h) Would the project place within a 100-year flood bazar

d area structures which would
impede or redirect flood flows?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were located within a J00-year flood zone,
which would impede or 1€

direct flood flows. The project site is not in an area designated as a 100-year
flood hazard area.™* Therefore, no impact would occur.

i) Would the project expose people or stru ctures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death

involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Less Than Significant lmpact. A significant impact may occur if a project were located in an area

where a dam or levee could fail, exposing people or structures 10 2 significant risk of loss, injury, or

-

13 City of Los  Angeles,  Bureau of Engineering,

Navigate LA, website:
hzrp://navigatela-laﬁ'if}’-0T8/ﬂOOdgis/nmps/ﬂoodmap.muf, January 28, 2005.

1 Ibid.
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leath. According to the Safety Element of the City General Plan, the project site is potentially within .
o inundation area.”® However, the failure of a levee or dam is considered to be a remote possibility
hat would likely only occur during extremely severe seismic shaking conditions. Flooding from other
sources is not expected (se€ Question 8(h)), so the minimal risk of flooding from potential dam or levee

failure would not be exacerbated. Therefore, the potential impact associated with flooding due to the
failure of a levee or dam would be less than significant.

i) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project site is sufficienty close to the ocean or other
water body to be potentially at risk of the effects of seismically-induced tidal phenomena (seiche and
tsunami) or if the project site is located adjacent to a hillside area with soil characteristics that would
indicate potential susceptibility to mudslides or mudflows. The project site is not located in a potential
tsunami zone.® The closest body of water to the project site is the Los Angeles River, which is
approximately 1.8 miles east of the project site. 'With respect to the potential impact from a mudflow,
the project site is relatively flat and is surrounded by urban development; thus, it does not comain any

sources of mudflow. Therefore, there would be no impact associated with the risk of loss, injury, or
death by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. Development of the proposed project in combination with the related
projects would result in the further infilling of uses in an already dense urbanized area. As discussed
above, the project site and the surrounding area are served by the existing City storm drain system.
Runoff from the project site and adjacent urban uses is typically directed into the adjacent streets,
where it flows to the nearest drainage improvernents. It is likely that most, if not all, of the related
projects would also drain to the surrounding street system. However, litte if any additional cumulative
runoff is expected from the project site and the related project sites, since this part of the City is already
fully developed with impervious surfaces. Therefore, cumulative impacts to the existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems would be less than significant. In addition, all of the related projects
would be required to implement BMPs and to conform to the existing NPDES water quality program.
Therefore, cumulative water quality impacts would be less than significant.

5 City of Los Ang eles, Safety Element of the Los Angeles City General Plan, Exhibit G, Inundation & Tsunami
Hazard Areas, March 1994.

6 Jbid.
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3. LAND USE AND PLANNING
a) Would the project physically divide an established comumunity?

No Impact. A significant impact may oceur if a project were sufficiently large enough or otherwise

configured in such a Wway as 1o creai¢ a physical barrier within an established community {(a typical
example would be a project which involved a continuous right-of-way such as a roadway which would

divide a community and impede access between parts of th

e community). The project site is located
within the dense urban area of Downtown Los Angeles and is consistent with the existing physical

arrangement of the properties within the vicinity. AS discussed in Section II of this Initial Study, the

proposed project includes the development of a 154,000 square foot seven-story facility on Olive Street,

just south of OlympicC Boulevard. With the proposed development of the proposed project, no streets or

sidewalks would be permanently closed, and no separation of uses or disruption of access between land

use types would occur. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not disrupt or divide
the physical arrangernent of the established community and no impact would occur.

b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an

agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but pot limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a proj

ect is inconsistent with the General Plan or zoning
designations currently applicable to the project site and ‘would cause adverse environmental effects,
which the General Plan and zoning ordinance are designed to avoid or mitigate.

located in an area that has been previously disturbed by the dev
within the heavily urbanized area of Downtown Los Angeles.

The project site is
elopment of a surface parking lot, and is

The propOSed project would be consistent with the surrounding commercial and residential development

in the area. The General Plan of the City of Los Angeles provides general guidance on land use issues
and planning policy for the entire City. All development activity on the project site is subject to the
land use regulatioms of the Central City Community Plan,

the City Center Redevelopment Plan (the
«Redevelopment Plan”),

and the City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code (the «Zoning Code™),
which are intended 10 guide local land use decisions and development patterns. The project site is

Jocated within the planning area of the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), the
~designated metropolitan planning organization. The proposed

project is also located within the South Coast Air Basin and, therefore, is within the jurisdiction of the
South Coast Alr Quality Management District (SCAQMD).

Southern California region’s federally
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~entral City Community Plan ’

The Central City Community Plan (the “Community Plan”) designates the project site for High Density
Residential land uses. The Community Plan also delineates neighborhoods and districts in Downtown

Los Angeles. The project site is in the South Park area, which is characterized by a mix of residential,
medical, commercial, and retail uses.

The proposed project would offer social services to the community. The Community Plan addresses
social services and recognizes that Downtown Los Angeles “offers the largest concentration of social
services in the region and has the largest concentration of homeless people.” The Community Plan sets
forth policies that address social services, those social services policies that are applicable to the

proposed project and the proposed project’s consistency with those and other Community Plan policies
are listed in Table 6 (Central City Community Plan Policy Analysis). '

Zoning

The project site is currently zoned as [QIR5-4D-O (Muliiple Dwelling Zone, Height District 4,
Development Limitation, Oil Drilling District). Pursuant to Section 12.12 of the Zoning Code,
allowable uses in the RS zone include a variety of multi-family residential uses such as apartments and
group horres, churches, hotels, dormitories, retirements hotels, hospitals, etc. The proposed project
would be a dormitory and job-training facility and, as such, would be consistent with the R5 zoning

designation. 7 .

Height District 4 restricts the Floor Area Ratio (FAR) to 13:1 in the R5 zone. City of Los Angeles
‘Ordinance 164307 sets forth Development Limitations and Qualified Conditions for the project site.
The Development Limitations include limiting the FAR 10 6:1. The total proposed floor area of the
building would be 153,891 square feet and the project site area is 36,532 square feet. Thus, the

proposed FAR would be 4.2:1, which is consistent with Height District 4 and the Development
Limitation (i.e., FAR 6:1) in Ordinance 164307. ‘

The Qualified [Q] Conditions include limiting allowable land uses to residential uses permitted in the
R5 zone, consistency with the Community Plan and the Redevelopment Plan, and other similar
conditions. Specifically, the [Q] Conditions limit land uses on the project site to: (1) residential uses
that are permitted in the RS zone; (2) hotels, motels, and apartment hotels; and (3) parking buildings.
As discussed above, the proposed project would be a dormitory and job-training facility. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent with the [Q] Conditions set forth in Ordinance 1 64307.

The Oil Drilling District designation permits oil drilling to occur on the project site. However, no oil

wells currently exist on the project site and the project does not propose oil drilling. “Therefore, this
designation is inapplicable to the proposed project.
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Table 6
Central City Community Plan Policy Analysis
" policy o

Consistency Discussion™

Residential

1-2.1: Promote the development of neighborhood

Consistent. The proposed project would provide
work/live housing.

dormitory-style housing, training, dining, healthcare,
and other services to the population that it serves
onsite.

1-3.1: Encourage a cluster neighborhood design

Consistent. As discussed above, the proposed project
comprised of housing and seTVvices.

would include both housing and services onsite.

Social Services

9-1.1: Preserve the existing affordable housing stock
through rehabilitation and develop new affordable
housing options.

Consistent. The proposed 200 dormitory-style rooms
would provide 400 affordable beds to a populaton
currently living at or below the poverty level.

9.2.2: Provide opportunities for daytime activities
for the neighborhood jncloding day centers, job-
traimng centers, libraries, €tc. Provide programmed
and managed open spaces fOT recreational, cultural
and survival needs including restroom and storage
facilities.

Consistent. In addition to the 400 people that would
live in the proposed building, the YWCA Job Corps
program would provide job training services for an
additional approximately 235 people. These 235
people would not live in the proposed building, but

travel to and from the proposed job-training center
during the day.

9.2.5: Coordinate among law enforcement, public

Consistent. As approximately half of the YWCA Job
agencies and social service providers to establish

Corps clientele are homeless, the proposed project
homeless services and programs that harmonize the would provide services and residences to a substantial

provision of such services With the safety, cleanliness | mumber of bomeless people in Downtown Los
and quality-of-life concerns of the growing downtown Angeles.

residential community, visitor and tourism industry
and myriad commercial and mamfacturing
businesses.

Transportation

11-7.9: Employers should beencouraged or
mandated to participate in tramsivrides share
programs that match or exceed their automobile
subsidies.

Consistent. The YWCA Job Corps would offer public
transit passes to-all employees free of charge, during

the operation of the proposed project, to encourage
public transit use.

City Center Redevelopment Project

The project site is Jocated inthe City Center Redevelopment Project Area (the “Redevelopment Area”™).

The Redevelopment Plan for the City Center Redevelopment Project (the “Redevelopment Plan™)

addresses social needs OF the Redevelopment Area. For example, Section 411 of the Redevelopment
Plan states:

WMMMW—M‘*"
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The social needs of the community include, but are not limited to, day care facilities, .
educational and job training facilities, permanent and temporary housing for extremely

low-, very low- and low-income persons, shelters, shelter beds, housing for the elderly,

services for runaways, and counseling programs and facilities....

The Redevelopment Plan also addresses development in the South Park area. It is recognized therein

that “[s]pecialized facilities and amenities” are needed in conjunction with the development of new
housing.

The proposed project would provide a social need for job 'training, health care, and very low-income
housing to the commmunity. Based on this and other similar guidance for new development in the
Redevelopment Plan, the proposed project would be consistent with the Redevelopment Plan.

SCAG and SCAQMD

The proposed project is also located within the South Coast Air Basin and, therefore, falls under the
jurisdiction of the SCAQMD. In conjunction with SCAG, the SCAQMD is responsible for formulating
and implementing air pollution control strategies. The SCAQMD’s Air Quality Management Plan
(AQMP) was adopted in 1997 to establish a comprehensive air pollution control program leading to the
artainment of State and federal air quality standards in the South Coast Air Basin, which is a non-
attainment area. The AQMP also addresses the requirements set forth in the State and federal Clean
Air Acts. The proposed project would not increase the frequency or severity of existing air quality .
violations, cause or contribute to new air quality violations, nor delay timely attainment of air quality
standards or the interim emission reductions specified in the AQMP. Therefore, the proposed project
would be considered consistent with the AQMP. Based on the above, the proposed project would not
conflict with applicable regional plans or policies by agencies with jurisdiction over the project.

©) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plamn or natural
comrmunity conservation plan?

No Impact. A significant adverse effect could occur if a project site were located within an area
governed by a habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. As discussed in
Question 4(f) above, no such plans presently exist which govern any portion of the project site. The

project site is located in a dense urban area which has been previously dismrbed through the
development of cormmercial and parking land uses. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Cumulative Impacts
No Impact. Development of the related projects is expected to occur in accordance withh adopted plans

and regulations. It is also expected that most of the related projects would be compatible with the
zoning and land use designations of each related project site and its existing surrounnding uses. In
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